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Dear Commissioners:

APPROVAL OF ALLOCATION OF CITY OF INDUSTRY REDEVELOPMENT
HOUSING SET-ASIDE FUNDS AND APPROVAL OF ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENTATION (1, 2, 5)(3 VOTE)

SUBJECT

This letter requests that your Board approve the allocation of City of Industry
Redevelopment Housing Set-Aside Funds for seven affordable rental housing
developments located within a 15-mile radius of the City of Industry.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD:

1. Acting as a responsible agency pursuant to the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), certify that the Community Development Commission
(Commission) has considered the attached Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declarations (IS/MND) for the YWCA Job Corps Urban Campus
project, the PWC Family Housing project, the Crossings at 29™ Street
project, the Cuatro Vientos project, and the Andalucia Heights project,
which were prepared by the City of Los Angeles as lead agency; find that
the mitigation measures identified in the IS/MNDs for these projects are
adequate to avoid or reduce potential impacts below significant levels; and
find that the YWCA Job Corps Urban Campus project, PWC Family
Housing project, the Crossings at 29" Street project, the Cuarto Vientos
project, and the Andalucia Heights project will not cause a significant
impact on the environment.
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2. Acting as a responsible agency pursuant to CEQA, certify that the
Commission has considered the attached IS/MND for the Vassar City
Lights project, which was prepared by the City of Glendale as lead
agency; find that the mitigation measures identified in the I1S/MND for this
project are adequate to avoid or reduce potential impacts below significant
levels: and find that this project will not cause a significant impact on the
environment.

3. Acting as a responsible agency pursuant to CEQA, certify that the
Commission has considered the attached Notice of Exemption for the
Menlo Park project, which was prepared by the City of Los Angeles as
lead agency; and find that this project will not cause a significant impact
on the environment.

4. Approve loans to developers using City of Industry Redevelopment
Housing Set-Aside Funds (Industry Funds) in a total amount of up to
$11,889,720 for the development of six multifamily, and one special needs
housing development, identified in Attachment A, which have been
selected through a Notice Of Funding Availability (NOFA) issued by the
Housing Authority on October 7, 2008.

5. Authorize the Acting Executive Director to negotiate Loan Agreements
with the recommended developers, identified in Attachment A, for the
purposes described above and to execute the Loan Agreements and all
related documents, including documents to subordinate the loans to
permitted  construction and  permanent financing and any
intergovernmental, interagency, or inter-creditor agreements necessary for
the implementation of each development, following approval as to form by
County Counsel.

6. Authorize the Acting Executive Director to execute amendments to the
Loan Agreements and all related documents, as may be necessary for the
implementation of each development, following approval as to form by
County Counsel.

7. Authorize the Acting Executive Director to incorporate, as needed, up to
$11,889,720 in Industry Funds into the Housing Authority’s approved
Fiscal Year 2008-2009 budget, for the purposes described above.
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PURPOSE /JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTION

The purpose of the recommended actions is to approve the allocation of Industry Funds
and associated environmental documentation for seven developments, identified in
Attachment A, which will provide affordable multifamily and special needs housing within
a 15-mile radius of the City of Industry. The purpose is also to approve environmental
documentation for these developments.

FISCAL IMPACT/FINANCING

There is no impact on the County general fund.

The Housing Authority is recommending loans to developers in a total amount up to
$11,889,720 in Industry Funds for seven developments. Funds for these loans will be
incorporated into the Housing Authority’s approved Fiscal Year 2008-2009 budget on an
as-needed basis.

Final loan amounts will be determined following completion of negotiations with the
developers and arrangements with other involved lenders. Each loan will be evidenced
by a promissory note and secured by a deed of trust, with the term of affordability
enforced by a recorded Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions document.

FACTS AND PROVISIONS/LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

Industry Funds consist of tax increment funds collected by the City of Industry’s
Redevelopment Agency, which have been transferred to the Housing Authority to
administer for the development of low- and moderate-income housing. On June 2,
1998, your Board adopted an Allocation and Distribution Plan for the disbursement of
Industry Funds in incorporated and unincorporated areas within a 15-mile radius of the
City of Industry.

Twelve previous solicitations for proposals have awarded an estimated total of
$180,092,687 in Industry Funds to 182 developments, created 6,284 units of affordable
and special needs housing, and leveraged over $1,444,545,666 in external funds.

On October 7, 2008, a thirteenth Notice Of Funding Availability (NOFA) was issued by
the Housing Authority, making available approximately $16,000,000 in Industry Funds
for the development of affordable rental housing. Fifteen requests for Industry funds
were received by the November 20, 2008 deadline.

The current funding recommendations will provide Industry Funds to developers through



Honorable Board of Commissioners
April 21, 2009
Page 4

Loan Agreements with the Housing Authority, to be executed by the Acting Executive
Director, following completion of negotiations and approval as to form by County
Counsel. All Loan Agreements will incorporate affordability restrictions and provisions
requiring developers to comply with all applicable federal, state, and local laws.

The Loan Agreements will set aside a minimum of 20% of each development’'s rental
units at rates affordable to low-income households earning no more than 50% of Area
Median Income (AMI) for the Los Angeles-Long Beach Metropolitan Statistical Area,
adjusted for family size, as established by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development. For special needs housing, a minimum of 35% of the units will be
reserved for households with incomes no more than 50% of AMI. The Loan
Agreements will require that the affordable housing units be set-aside for a period of 55
years.

Attachment A is a complete list of developments recommended for funding at this time.

NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABILITY AND SELECTION PROCESS

Proposals submitted for the NOFA are reviewed by technical consultants and the
Housing Authority's Independent Review Panel, which also reviews applicant appeals
and administratively adjudicates each request. Applicants are notified of the scoring
results and given seven days to appeal individual scores for procedural or technical
errors.

The developments recommended for funding awards have met threshold criteria and
only proposals scoring a minimum of 70% of the total points for each of the (1)
Development Feasibility and (2) Supportive Services and Operation Plan and a
minimum of 70% of the total overall points were considered for an award.

Unallocated funds are made available to developers in subsequent NOFA rounds.

Attachment B contains a breakdown of total demand for Industry Funds from this NOFA,
as well as the total amount of funds awarded by development type.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION

The proposed projects identified in Attachment A have been reviewed by the
Commission pursuant to the requirements of CEQA.

As a responsible agency, and in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, the
Commission reviewed the IS/IMNDs prepared by the City of Los Angeles for the YWCA
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Job Corps Urban Campus project, the PWC Family Housing project, the Crossings at
29™ Street project, the Cuatro Vientos project, and the Andalucia Heights project, and
determined that these projects will not have significant adverse impact on the
environment. The Commission’s consideration of the IS/MNDs and filing of the Notices
of Determination satisfy the State CEQA Guidelines as stated in Article 7, Section
15096.

As a responsible agency, and in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, the
Commission reviewed the IS/IMND, prepared by the City of Glendale, for the Vassar City
Lights project, and determined that this project will not have significant adverse impact
on the environment. The Commission’s consideration of the IS/MND and filing of the
Notice of Determination satisfy the State CEQA Guidelines as stated in Article 7,
Section 15096.

The Menlo Park project has been determined Statutorily Exempt from the requirements
of CEQA by the City of Los Angeles in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section
15268. The Commission’s consideration of this determination satisfies the
requirements of CEQA.

IMPACT ON CURRENT PROGRAM

The recommended allocation of Industry Funds, totaling up to $11,889,720 for the
seven recommended projects, will leverage more than $190,575,934 in additional
external resources, approximately 16 times the amount of Industry Funds being
recommended for allocation at this time. The requested actions will increase the supply
of affordable special needs and non-special needs housing in the County of Los
Angeles.

Respectfully submitted,

Wa%@w
ORDE D. CARRILLO

Acting Executive Director

Attachments: 3
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Non-Special Needs Housing Developments

ATTACHMENT B
FUNDING DEMAND AND ALLOCATION

TYPE CITY OF INDUSTRY ALLOCATION
DEMAND
Seniors $2,000,000
1 Application
Multi-Family $18,332,720 $9,889,720
11 Applications 6 Developments:
TOTAL $20,332,720 $9,889,720

12 Applications

6 Developments

Special Needs Housing

TYPE CITY OF INDUSTRY ALLOCATION
DEMAND
Transitional Age | $2,000,000 $2,000,000
Youth 1 Application 1 Development
Frequent users | $2,000,000
of Department of | 1 Application
Health Services
Mental lliness $2,000,000
1 Application
TOTAL $6,000,000 $2,000,000

3 Applications

1 Development
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ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS



f“ o S ~ CITY OF LOS ANGELES

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK Sy
ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

{LEAD CITY AGENCY COUNCIL DISTRICT
LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT g
PROJECT TITLE {CASE NO.
ENV-2005-5551-MND '
PROJECT LOCATION
814 E29TH ST
PROJECT DESCRIPTION ‘
A GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND A ZONE CHANGE FROM LIMITED MANUFACTURING AND M1-1 AND MR1-1 TO
MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL AND R3-1 TO PERMIT THE CONSTRUCTION OF A THREE STORY, 41 FOOT HIGH
{RESIDENTIAL PROJECT WITH 207 AFFORDABLE RESIDENTIAL RENTAL UNITS, A 4,400 SQUARE FOOT TWO STORY
{BUILDING WITH A COMMUNITY CENTER ON THE 1ST FLOOR AND A POLICE SUBSTATION ON THE 2ND FLOOR, IN THREE
{PHASES, A TOTAL OF 472 RESIDENTIAL PARKING SPACES AND 18 SPACES FOR THE COMMUNITY CENTER, ON A 241,980
SQUARE FEET (5.55 NET ACRE) SITE; THE DEMOLITION OF 16 EXISTING STRUCTURES, INCLUDING 2 RESIDENTIAL
DWELLINGS, THE REMOVAL OF 3 UNSPECIFIED TREES, THE GRADING OF 30,000 CUBIC YARDS OF DIRT AND THE
IMPORT/EXPORT OF 10,000 CUBIC YARDS OF DIRT. .

{NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY
UHC LA 29, L.P.
12000 E. FOURTH STREET, SUITE 205
{SANTA ANA, CA 92705
F NG:
; The City Planning Department of the City of Los Angeles has Proposed that a mitigated negative declaration be adopted for
this project because the mitigation measure(s) outlined on the attached page(s) will reduce any potential significant adverse
effects to a level of insignificance ’

;, i | (CONTINUED ON PAGE 2)
SEE ATTACHED SHEET(S) FOR ANY MITIGATION MEASURES IMPOSED.

Any written comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response of the Leady City
Agency. The project decision-make may adopt the mitigated negative declariation, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR.
Any changes made should be supported by substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made.

THE INITIAL STUDY PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT IS ATTACHED.

{NAME OF PERSON PREPARING THIS FORM TITLE TELEPHONE NUME’R
SRIMAL HEWAWITHARANA - ENVIRONMENTAL SPECIALIST Il (213) 978-1202 ,
{ADDRESS SIGNATURE (Offici DATE
200 N. SPRING STREET, 7th FLOOR L"Aq/f(
|LOS ANGELES, CA. 90012




MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
" ENV-2005-5551-MND

let.

Hd1.

Vi aii.

Vib1.

Vib2.

Aesthetics (Graffiti}. ,
Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to graffiti and accumulation of rubbish and debris along
the wali(s) adjacent to public rights-of-way. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the
following measures: : ,

. Every building, structure, or portion thereof, shall be maintained in a safe and sanitary condition and good repair, and
free from graffiti, debris, rubbish, garbage, trash, overgrown vegetation or other similar material, pursuant to
Municipai Code Section 81.8104.

. The exterior of all buildings and fences shall be free from graffiti when such graffiti is visible from a public street or
alley, pursuant to Municipal Code Section 91,8104.15.

Aesthetics (Light)

Environmental impacts to the adjacent residential properties may result due to excessive illumination on the project site.

However, the potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. Outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed with shielding, so that the light source cannot be seen from adjacent
residential properties. :

Air Pollution (Stationary)

Adverse impacts upon future occupants may result from the project implementation due to existing ambient air pollution

levels in the project vicinity. However, this impact can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. RESIDENTIAL - The applicant shall install air filters capable of achieving a Minimum Efficiency Rating Value (MERV)
of at least 8 or better in order to reduce the effects of diminished air quality on the occupants of the project.

. COMMERCIAL/INSTITUTIONAL - The applicant shali install air filters capable of achieving a Minimum Efficiency
Rating Value (MERV) of at least 11 or better in order to reduce the effects of diminished air quality on the occupants
of the project. '

Seismic

Environmental impacts may result to the safety of future occupants due to the project's location in an area of potential

seismic activity. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. The design and construction of the project shall conform to the Uniform Building Code seismic standards as
approved by the Department of Building and Safety.

Haul Routes

Environmental impacts on pedestrians and vehicles may result from project implementation due to haul routes. However,

the potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures: ’

. Projects involving the import/fexport of 1,000 cubic yards or more of dirt shall obtain haul route approval by the
Department of Building and Safety. '

] The developer shail install appropriate traffic signs around the site to ensure pedestrian and vehicle safety.

. Fences shall be constructed around the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions and atiractive
nuisances.

. Erosion/Grading/Short-Term Construction Impacts

ShérHerm air quality and noise impacts may resuit from the consiruction of the proposed project. However, these irhp'acts
can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures: :
o Air Quality _ ’

o All unpaved demolition and construction areas shall be wetted at least twice daily during excavation and construction,
and temporary dust covers shall be used to reduce dust emissions and meet SCAQMD District Rule 403. Wetling
could reduce fugitive dust by as much as 50 percent.

® The owner or contractor shall keep the construction area sufficiently dampened to control dust caused by
construction and hauling, and at all times provide reasonable contro! of dust caused by wind.

® Allloads shall be secured by trimming, watering or other appropriate means to prevent spillage and dust.

All materials transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amount
of dust.

® All clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during periods of high winds (i.e., greater
than 15 mph), so as to prevent excessive amounts of dust. )

General contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize exhaust emissions.

e Noise

{(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)



MITIGATED-NEGATIVE DECLARATION
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Vil bs.

Vil c2.

. The project shalf comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 and 161,574, and any
subsequent ordinances, which prohibit the emission or creation of noise beyond certain levels at adjacent uses
unless technically infeasible.

. Construction and demolition shall be restricted to the hours of 7:00 am to 6:00 pm Monday through Friday, and 8:00
am to 6:00 pm on Saturday. :

. Construction and demolition activities shall be scheduled so as to avoid operating several pieces of equipment
simultaneously. A

. The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the-art noise shiglding and muffling
devices.

. The project sponsor shall comply with the Noise Insulation Standards of Title 24 of the California Code Regulations,
which insure an acceptable interior noise environment.

. General Construction

. Sediment carries with it other work-site pollutants such as pesticides, cleaning solvents, cement wash, asphait, and
car fluids that are toxic to sea life.

. All waste shall be disposed of properly. Use appropriately labeled recycling bins to recycle construction materials
including: solvents, water-based paints, vehicle fluids, broken asphalt and concrete, wood, and vegetation. Non
recyclable materialsfwastes shall be taken to an appropriate landfill. Toxic wastes must be discarded at a licensed
regulated disposal site.

. Leaks, drips and spills shall be cleaned up immediately to prevent contaminated soil on paved surfaces that can be
washed away into the storm drains. : '
. Pavement shall not be hosed down at material spills. Dry cleanup methods shall be used whenever possible.

. Dumpsters shall be covered and maintained. Uncovered dumpsters shall be placed under a roof or be covered with
tarps or plastic sheeting.

. Gravel approaches shall be used where truck traffic is frequent to reduce soil compaction and the tracking of
sediment into streets shall be limited.

. All vehicle/equipment maintenance, repair, and washing shall be conducted away from storm drains. All major repairs.
shall be conducted off-site. Drip pans or drop clothes shali be used to catch drips and spills.

Explosion/Release {Asbestos Containing Materials)

Due to the age of the building(s) being demolished, asbestos-containing materials (ACM) may be located in the

structure(s). Exposure to ACM during demolition could be hazardous to the health of the demolition workers as well as area

residents and employees. However, these impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. Prior to the issuance of any demolition permit, the applicant shall provide a letter to the Department of Building and
Safety from a qualified asbestos abatement consultant that no ACM are present in the building. !if ACM are found to
be present, it will need to be abated in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality Management District's Rule 1 403
as well as all other State and Federal rules and regulations.

Single Family Dwelling {10+ Home Subdivision/Multi Family) _

Environmental impacts may result from the development of this project. However, the potential impacts will be mitigated to

a level of insignificance by incorporating stormwater pollution control measures. Ordinarce No. 172,176 and Ordinance No.

173,494 specify Stormwater and Urban Runoff Pollution Control which requires the application of Best Management

" Practices (BMPs). Chapter IX, Division 70 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code addresses grading, excavations, and fills.

Applicants- must meet the requirements of the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) approved by Los
Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, including the following: (A copy of the SUSMP can be downloaded at:
http:/iwww._swrcb.ca.govirwgceb4/). C : ’

. Project applicants are required to implement stormwater BMP's to retain or treat the runoff from a storm event

producing 3/4 inch of rainfall in a 24 hour period. The design of structural BMPs shall be in accordance with the
Development Best Management Practices Handbook Part B Planning Activities. A signed certificate from a California
licensed civil engineer or licensed architect that the proposed BMPs meet this numerical threshold standard is
required. )

o Post development peak stormwater runoff discharge rates shall not exceed the estimated pre-development rate for
developments where the increase peak stormwater discharge rate will result in increased potential for downstream
erosion.

® Concentrate or cluster development on portions of a site while leaving the remaining land in a natural undisturbed
condition.

{CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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Limit clearing and grading of native vegetation at the project site to the minimum needed to build lots, allow access,
and provide fire protection.

Maximize frees and other vegetation at each site by planting additional vegetation, clustering tree areas, and
promoting the use of native and/or drought tolerant plants. '
Preserve riparian areas and wetlands.

Any connection to the sanitary sewer must have authorization from the Bureau of Sanitation.

Reduce impervious surface area by using permeable pavement materials where appropriate, including: pervious
concrete/asphalt; unit pavers, i.e. turf block; and granular materials, i.e. crushed aggregates, cobbles.

Install Roof runoff systems where site is suitable for installation. Runoff fron rooftops is relatively clean, can provide
groundwater recharge and reduce excess runoff into storm drains. .

Guest parking lots constitute a significant portion of the impervious land coverage. To reduce the quantity of runoff,
parking lots can be designed one of two ways.

Hybrid Lot - parking stalls utilize permeable materials, such as crushed aggregate, aisles are constructed of
conventional materials such as asphalt. '

Parking Grove - is a variation on the permeable stall design, a grid of trees and bollards are added to delineate
parking stalls. This design presents an attractive open space when cars are absent, and shade when cars are
present.

Promote natural vegetation by using parking lot islands and other landscaped areas.

Paint messages that prohibits the dumping of improper materials into the storm drain system adjacent to storm drain
inlets. Prefabricated stencils can be obtained from the Dept. of Public Works, Stormwater Management Division.
Promote natural vegetation by using parking islands and other landscaped areas.

All storm drain inlets and catch basins within the project area must be stenciled with prohibitive language (such as
NO DUMPING - DRAINS TO OCEAN) andior graphical icons to discourage illegal dumping.

Signs and prohibitive language and/or graphical icons, which prohibit illegal dumping, must be posted at public
access points along channels and creeks within the project area.

Legibility of stencils and signs must be maintained.

Materials with the potential to contaminate stormwater must be: (1) placed in an enclosure such as, but not limited
to, a cabinet, shed, or similar stormwater conveyance systern; or (2) protected by secondary containment structures
such as berms, dikes, or curbs.

The storage area must be paved and sufficiently impervious to contain leaks and spills.

The storage area must have a roof or awning to minimize collection of stormwater within the secondary containment
area.

Design an efficient irrigation system to minimize runoff including: drip irrigation for shrubs to limit excessive spray;
shutoff devices to prevent irigation after significant precipitation; and flow reducers. -

Runoff from hillside areas can be collected in a vegetative swale, wet pond, or extended detention basin, before it
reaches the storm drain system.

Cut and fill sloped in designated hillside areas shall be planted and irrigated to prevent erosion, reduce run-off
velocities and to provide long- term stabilization of soil. Plant materials include: grass, shrubs, vines, ground covers,
and trees.

Incorporate appropriate erosion control and drainage devices, such as interceptor terraces, berms, vee-channels,
and-inlet and outlet structures, as specified by Section 91.7013 of the Building Code. Protect outlets of culverts,
conduits or channels from erosion by discharge velocities by installing a rock outlet protection. Rock outlet protection
is a physical devise composed of rock, grouted riprap, or concrete rubble placed at the outlet of a pipe. Install
sediment traps below the pipe-outlet. Inspect, repair and maintain the outlet protection after each significant rain.
The owner(s) of the property will prepare and execute a covenant and agreement (Planning Department General
form CP-6770) satisfactory to the Planning Department binding the owners to post construction maintenance on the
structural BMPs in accordance with the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan and or per manufacturer's
instructions, ‘ :

Hillside Residential Subdivision:

In addition to the following provisions, applicant must meet the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP)
approved by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Contro! Board. including the following: (A copy of the SUSMP can
be downloaded at: hitp://Awww.swreb.ca.gov/rwqcba/). :

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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Xl a13.

Xil a,

Xili b1.

Project applicants are required to implement stormwater BMPs to retain or treat the runoff from a storm event
producing 3/4 inch of rainfall in a 24 hour period. The design of structural BMPs shall be in accordance with the
Development Best Management Practices Handbook Part B Planning Activities. A signed certificate from a California
licensed civil engineer or licensed architect that the proposed BMPs meet this numerical threshold standard is
required.

Post development peak stormwater runoff discharge rates shall not exceed the estimated pre-development rate for
developments where the increase peak stormwater discharge rate will result in increased potential for downstream
erosion.

Protect slopes and channels and reduce run-off velocities by complying with Chapter IX, Division 70 of the Los
Angeles Municipal Code and utilizing vegetation (grass, shrubs, vines, ground covers, and trees) to provide
long-term stabilization of soil.

Protect outlets of culverts, condunts or channels from erosion by discharge velocities by installing a rock outlet
protection. Rock outlet protection is a physical device compaosed of rock, grouted riprap, or concrete rubble placed at
the outlet of a pipe. A sediment trap below the pipe outlet is recommended if runoff is sediment laden. Inspect, repair,
and maintain the outlet protection after each significant rain.

All storm drain inlets and catch basins within the project area must be stenciled with prohibitive language (such as
NO DUMPING - DRAINS TO OCEAN) and/or graphical icons to discourage illegal dumping.

Signs and prohibitive language and/or graphical icons, which prohibit illegal dumping, must be posted at public
access points along channels and creeks within the project area. .

Legibility of stencils and sighs must be maintained.

Materials with the potential to contaminate stormwater must be: (1) placed in an enclosure such as, but not fimited
to, a cabinet, shed, or similar stormwater conveyance system; or (2) protected by secondary containment structures
such as berms, dikes, or curbs.

The storage area must be paved and sufficiently impervious to contain leaks and spills.

The storage area must have a roof or awning to minimize collection of stormwater within the secondary containment
area.

The owner(s) of the property will prepare and execute a covenant and agreement (Planning Department General
form CP-6770) satisfactory to the Planning Department binding the owners to post construction-maintenance on the
structural BMPs in accordance with the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan and or per manufacturer's
instructions.

Severe Noise Levels ( Residential Only}

Environmental impacts to future occupants may result from this pkoject's implementations due to mobile noise. However,
these impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures:

L 4

All exterior windows having a line of sight of the 28th Street Elementary Schoot shall be constructed with double-pane
glass and use exterior wall construction which provides a Sound Transmission Class of 50 or greater as defined in
UBC No. 35-1, 1979 edition or any amendment thereto. The applicant, as an alternative, may retain an acoustical
engineer to submit evidence, along with the application for a building permit, any alternative means of sound’
insulation sufficient to mitigate interfor noise levels below a CNEL of 45 dBA in any habitable room. ST

Public Services (Fire}

Environmental impacts may result from project rmplementatxon due to the location of the project in an area having marginal
fire protection facilities. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

a

The following recommendations of the Fire Department relative to fire safety shall be incorporated into the building
plans, which includes the submittal of a plot ptan for approval by the Fire Department either prior to the recordation of
a final map or the approval of a building permit. The plot plan shall include the following minimum design features:
fire lanes, where required, shall be a minimum of 20 feet in width; all structures must be within 300 feet of an
approved fire hydrant, and entrances to any dwelling unit or guest room shalf not be more than 150 feet in distance

in horizontal travel from the edge of the roadway of an improved street or appraved fire lane.

Public Services (Police General) .
Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the location of the project in an area having marginal
police services. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

{CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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. The plans shall incorporate the design guidelines relative to security, semi-public and private spaces, which may
include but not be limited to access control to building, secured parking facilities, walls/fences with key systems,
well-illuminated public and semi-public space designed with a minimum of dead space to eliminate areas of
concealment, location of toilet facilities or building entrances in high-foot traffic areas, and provision of security guard
patrol throughout the project site if needed. Please refer to Design Out Crime Guidelines: Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design published by the Los Angeles Police Department's Crime Prevention Section (located at
Parker Center, 150 N. Los Angeles Street, Room 818, Los Angeles, (213)485-3134. These measures shall be
approved by the Police Department prior ta the issuance of building permits.

Public Services (Schools)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the location of the project in an area with insufficient

school capacity. However, the potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. The applicant shall pay school fees to the Los Angeles Unified School District to offset the impact of additional
student enroliment at schools serving the project area.

Public Services {Schools)

Environmental impacts may resuit from project implementation due to the close proximity of the project to a school.

However, the potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures:

* ~ The developer shall install appropriate traffic signs around the site to ensure pedestrian and vehicle safety.

. Haul route scheduling shall be sequenced to minimize conflicts with pedestrians, school buses and cars at the arrival
and dismissal times of the school day. Haul route trucks shall not be routed past the school during periods when
school is in session especially when students are arriving or departing from the campus.

. There shall be no staging or parking of construction vehicles, including vehicles to transport workers on any of the
streets adjacent to the school. )

. Due to noise impacts on the schools, no construction vehicles or haul trucks shall be staged or idled on these streets
during school hours. '

. Fences shall be constructed around the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions and attractive
nuisances.

. The developer and contractors shall maintain ongoing contact with the administrator of the 28th Street Elementary
School. The administrative offices shall be contacted when demalition, grading and construction activity begins on
the project site so that students and their parents will know when such activities are to accur. The developer shall
obtain school walk and bus routes to the school from either the administrators or from the LAUSD's Transportation
Branch (323) 342-1400 and guarantee that safe and convenient pedestrian and bus routes to the school be
maintained.

Recreation {Increase Demand For Parks Or Recreational Facilities) :

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to insufficient parks and/or recreationa} facilities.
However, the potential impact will be mitigated by the following measure:
. Per Section 17. 12-A of the LA Municipal Code, the applicant shall pay the applicable Quimby fees for the
~ construction of condominiums, or Recreation and Park fees for construction of apartment buildings.
Utilities (Solid Waste) o -
Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the creation of additional solid waste. However, this
potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure: :

® Recycling bins shall be provided at appropriate locations to promote recycling of paper, metal, glass, and other

recyclable material, .
End . )
The conditions outlined in this proposed mitigated negative decfaration which are not already required by law shall be
required as condition(s) of approval by the decision-making body except as noted on the face page of this document.

° Therefore, it is concluded that no significant impacts are apparent which might result from this project's
implementation. ’

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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. CITY OF LOS ANGELES

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 385, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 50012

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

INITIAL STUDY
and CHECKLIST
o _____(CEQA Guidelines Section 15063) -
LEAD CITY AGENCY: COUNCIL DISTRICT: {DATE:
LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT CD 9 - JAN PERRY 10372272006
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: )
ENV-20056561WND__ |RELATEDGCASEs:
PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO.: 5 v Does have significant changes from previous actions.
T} ~ Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions _

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
207 UNIT MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

A GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND A ZONE CHANGE FROM LIMITED MANUFACTURING AND M1-1 AND MR1-1 TO
{MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL AND R3-1 TO PERMIT THE CONSTRUCTION OF A THREE STORY, 41 FOOT HIGH
RESIDENTIAL PROJECT WITH 207 AFFORDABLE RESIDENTIAL RENTAL UNITS, A 4,400 SQUARE FOOT TWO STORY
BUILDING WITH A COMMUNITY CENTER ON THE 1ST FLOOR AND A POLICE SUBSTATION ON THE 2ND FLOOR, IN THREE
PHASES, A TOTAL OF 472 RESIDENTIAL PARKING SPACES AND 18 SPACES FOR THE COMMUNITY CENTER, ON A 241,980
SiiARE FEET (5.55 NET ACRE) SITE; THE DEMOLITION OF 16 EXISTING STRUCTURES, INCLUDING 2 RESIDENTIAL

|

LINGS, THE REMOVAL OF 3 UNSPECIFIED TREES, THE GRADING OF 30,000 CUBIC YARDS OF DIRT AND THE
T/EXPORT OF 10,000 CUBIC YARDS OF DIRT.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS: '
THE PROJECT SITE IS LOCATED ON 29TH STREET BETWEEN SAN PEDRO STREET AND GRIFFITH AVENE AND BETWEEN
STANFORD AVENUE AND GRIFFITH AVENUE.

PROJECT LOCATION:
B4E29THST

COMMUNITY PLAN AREA:

“JAREA PLANNING COMMISSION: |CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD.

SOUTHEAST LOS ANGELES SOUTH LOS ANGELES COUNCIL: '
STATUS: o SOUTHEAST / CENTRAL
1 Preliminary . ] Does Conform to - JAVENUE
[l Proposed - " - Plan :
y~ ADOPTED MARCH 22, y Does NOT
2000 Conform to Plan -
EXISTING ZONING: MAX. DENSITY ZONING:
4M1-1

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE:

LIMITED MANUFACTURING MAX. DENSITY PLAN:

PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY:
207




+

mination (To Be Completed By Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

1 I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on tﬁe environment, and a NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared. .
v [ find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a

significant effect in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

1 I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT is required. ‘ »
[ I find the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant unless mitigated"”

impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1} has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been a,g_dressed by mitigation measures based on earlier
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPQRT is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. ’

| I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that eartier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing .
further is required.

. X > ENVIRONMENTAL SPECIALIST i 213) 9781202

Signature ’ Title Phone
Evaluation Of Environmental Impacts:

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the information -
sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the
referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project:
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No impact" answer shouid be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as
well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as
project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must indicate
whether the impact is potentially significant, less that significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant
Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially
Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated"” applies where the incorporation of a mitigation
measure has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact” to "Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to 3 less than significant level (mitigation
measures from Section XVII, "Earlier Analysis,” cross referenced).

5. Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA pracess, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration. Section 15063 (c)(3Y(D). In this case, a brief discussion should
identify the following: . )

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the abave checklist were within the scope of and adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. ’

‘ Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less Than Significant With Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the

mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address
site-specific conditions for the project.



Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g.,
general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate,
include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated

Supporting Information Sources: A sources list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should be
cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free o use different formats; however, lead agencies should normally
address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in whichever format is selected.
The explanation of each issue should identify:

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.



‘ironmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a

"Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

v AESTHETICS

[} AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
v AIR QUALITY

{T] BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
[J CULTURAL RESOURCES

v’ GEOLOGY AND SOILS

v" HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

v" HYDROLOGY AND WATER
QUALITY

[T] LAND USE AND PLANNING

[T] MINERAL RESOURCES
v~ NOISE
] POPULATION AND HOUSING

v~ PUBLIC SERVICES

v RECREATION

[7] TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION
v~ UTILITIES

[] MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE

Background
PROPONENT NAME:
UHC LA 29, L.P.
APPLICANT ADDRESS:
2000 E. FOURTH STREET, SUITE 205
SANTA ANA, CA 82705
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST:
DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING

lN'T'AL STU DY C HEC KLIST {To be completed by the Lead City Agency)

PHONE NUMBER: -
(714) 835-3955

DATE SUBMITTED:
08/12/2005

_F“WOSAL NAME (if Applicable):




Potentially
significant
Potentially unless 1 Less than
i significant | mitigation significant
. ] impact incorporated 3 impact | No impact

[LAESTHETICS — e
|a. |HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON A SCENIC VISTA?

[b. [SUBSTANTIALLY DAMAGE SCENIC RESOURCES, INCLUDING, BUT NOT |
| |LIMITED TO, TREES, ROCK OUTCROPPINGS, AND HISTORIC ;

BUILDINGS, OR OTHER LOCALLY RECOGNIZED DESIRABLE AESTHETIC
NATURAL FEATURE WITHIN A ClTY»DES!GNA‘I:EAD SCENIC HIGHWAY?

¢. [SUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE THE EXISTING VISUAL CHARACTER OR
1 |QUALITY OF THE SITE AND ITS SURROUNDINGS?

|d.JCREATE A NEW SOURCE OF SUBSTANTIAL LIGHT OR GLARE WHICH
WOULD ADVERSELY AFFECT DAY OR NIGHTTIME VIEWS IN THE AREA? |

Il. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

|a- |CONVERT PRIME FARMLAND, UNIQUE FARMLAND, OR FARMLAND OF | » Vv
|STATEWIDE IMPORTANCE, AS SHOWN ON THE MAPS PREPARED . | .

PURSUANT TO THE FARMLAND MAPPING AND MONITORING PROGRAM |
| OF THE CALIFORNIA RESOURCES AGENCY, TO NON-AGRICULTURAL
{ luse?

{b. [CONFLICT THE EXISTING ZONING FOR AGRIGULTURAL USE, ORA
|__|WILLIAMSON ACT CONTRACT? o

{ - |INVOLVE OTHER CHANGES IN THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT WHIGH,
{ |DUE TO THEIR LOCATION OR NATURE, COULD RESULT IN
|CONVERSION OF FARMLAND, TO NON-AGRICULTURAL USE?

lil. AR QUALITY

2, JCONFLICT WITH OR OBSTRUCT IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SCAQMD
OR CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PLAN?

OLATE ANY AIR QUALITY STANDARD OR CONTRIBUTE
STANTIALLY TO AN EXISTING OR PROJECTED AIR QUALITY
LATION?

- {RESULT IN A CUMULATIVELY CONSIDERABLE NET INCREASE OF ANY
CRITERIA POLLUTANT FOR WHICH THE AIR BASIN IS

NON-ATTAINMENT (OZONE, CARBON MONOXIDE, & PM 10) UNDER AN
APPLICABLE FEDERAL OR STATE AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARD?

d. {EXPOSE SENSITIVE RECEPTORS TO SUBSTANTIAL POLLUTANT v v
CONCENTRATIONS?

e. {CREATE OBJECTIONABLE ODORS AFFECTING A SUBSTANTIAL , v
{NUMBER OF PEOPLE?

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a. |HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT, EITHER DIREGTLY OR i v
THROUGH HABITAT MODIFICATION, ON ANY SPECIES IDENTIFIED AS A T
CANDIDATE, SENSITIVE, OR SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES IN LOCAL OR
REGIONAL PLANS, POLICIES, OR REGULATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME OR U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE
SERVICE ?

b. [HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON ANY RIPARIAN HABITAT .
OR OTHER SENSITIVE NATURAL COMMUNITY IDENTIFIED IN THE GITY
OR REGIONAL PLANS, POLICIES, REGULATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF FiSH AND GAME OR U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE
SERVICE ?

c. JHAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON FEDERALLY PROTECTED "
WETLANDS AS DEFINED BY SECTION 404 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT
(INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, MARSH VERNAL POOL, COASTAL,
ETC.) THROUGH DIRECT REMOVAL, FILLING, HYDROLOGICAL
INTERRUPTION, OR OTHER MEANS?

d. {INTERFERE SUBSTANTIALLY WITH THE MOVEMENT OF ANY NATIVE v
RESIDENT OR MIGRATORY FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES OR WITH
- JESTABLISHED NATIVE RESIDENT OR MIGRATORY WILDLIFE
‘IDORS, OR IMPEDE THE USE OF NATIVE WILDLIFE NURSERY
? .

N

N
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|e- {CONFLICT WITH ANY LOCAL POLICIES OR ORDINANCES PROTECTING

ORDINANCE (E.G., OAK TREES OR CALIFORNIA WALNUT
{WOODLANDS)?

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES, SUCH AS TREE PRESERVATION POLICY OR

v’

{ 1. JCONFLICT WITH THE PROVISIONS OF AN ADOPTED HABITAT
JCONSERVATION PLAN, NATURAL COMMUNITY CONSERVATION PLAN,
JOR OTHER APPROVED LOCAL, REGIONAL, OR STATE HABITAT
CONSERVATION PLAN?

§

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

a. |CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGE IN SIGNIFICANGE OF A
{HISTORICAL RESOURCE AS DEFINED IN STATE CEQA '15064.57

b. [CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGE IN SIGNIFICANCE OF AN
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCE PURSUANT TO STATE CEQA '15064.5?7

{c. |DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY DESTROY A UNIQUE PALEONTOLOGICAL
{ {RESOURCE OR SITE OR UNIQUE GEOLOGIC FEATURE?

d. |DISTURB ANY HUMAN REMAINS, INCLUDING THOSE INTERRED |
|OUTSIDE OF FORMAL CEMETERIES?

NRARVRY

V! GEOLOGY AND SOILS

a. [EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO POTENTIAL
JSUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING : \"\nRUPTURE OF A KNOWN
{EARTHQUAKE FAULT, AS DELINEATED ON THE MOST RECENT
ALQUIST-PRIOLO EARTHQUAKE FAULT ZONING MAP ISSUED 8Y THE
1STATE GEOLOGIST FOR THE AREA OR BASED ON OTHER
{SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE OF A KNOWN FAULT? REFER TO.DIVISION OF

OSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO POTENTIAL
BSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING :\\nSTRONG SEISMIC GROUND
SHAKING?

‘ 3ilNES AND GEOLOGY SPECIAL PUBLICATION 42,

¢. {EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO POTENTIAL
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING :\\nSEISMIC-RELATED GROUND
FAILURE, INCLUDING LIQUEFACTION?

d. [EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO POTENTIAL
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING :\r\nL ANDSLIDES?

e. {RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL SOIL EROSION OR THE LOSS OF TOPSOIL?

f. |BE LOCATED ON A GEOLOGIC UNIT OR SOIL THAT IS UNSTABLE, OR
THAT WOULD BECOME UNSTABLE AS A RESULT OF THE PROJECT
AND POTENTIAL RESULT IN ON- OR OFF-SITE LANDSLIDE, LATERAL
SPREADING, SUBSIDENCE, LIQUEFACTION, OR COLLAPSE?

g- | BE LOCATED ON EXPANSIVE SOIL, AS DEFINED IN TABLE 18-1-B OF
THE UNIFORM BUILDING CODE (1594), CREATING SUBSTANTIAL RISKS
TO LIFE OR PROPERTY?

A

h. tHAVE SOILS INCAPABLE OF ADEQUATELY SUPPORTING THE USE OF
SEPTIC TANKS OR ALTERNATIVE WASTE WATER DISPOSAL SYSTEMS
WHERE SEWERS ARE NOT AVAILABLE FOR THE DISPOSAL OF WASTE
WATER?

Y

VH. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. JCREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD TO THE PUBLIC OR THE
ENVIRONMENT THROUGH THE ROUTINE TRANSPORT, USE, OR
DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS?

b. JCREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD TO THE PUBLIC OR THE
ENVIRONMENT THROUGH REASONABLY FORESEEABLE UPSET AND

RIALS INTO THE ENVIRONMENT? |

‘_‘EENT CONDITIONS INVOLVING THE RELEASE OF HAZARDOUS
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EMIT HAZARDOUS EMISSIONS OR HANDLE HAZARDOUS OR ACUTELY
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SUBSTANCES, OR WASTE WITHIN
ONE-QUARTER MILE OF AN EXISTING OR PROPOSED SCHOOL?

e

. |BE LOCATED ON A SITE WHICH 1S INCLUDED ON A LiST OF

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SITES COMPILED PURSUANT TO
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 85962.5 AND, AS A RESULT, WOULD IT
CREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD TO THE PUBLIC OR THE
ENVIRONMENT?

v

FOR A PROJECT LOCATED WITHIN AN AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN OR,
WHERE SUCH A PLAN HAS NOT BEEN ADOPTED, WITHIN TWO MILES
OF A PUBLIC AIRPORT OR PUBLIC USE AIRPORT, WOULD THE
PROJECT RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR PEOPLE RESIDING OR
WORKING IN THE PROJECT AREA? '

|WOULD THE PROJECT RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR THE
IPEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN THE AREA?

FOR A PROJECT WITHIN THE VICINITY OF A PRIVATE AIRSTRIP.

<

. {IMPAIR IMPLEMENTATION OF OR PHYSICALLY INTERFERE WITH AN
|ADOPTED EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN OR EMERGENCY

EVACUATION PLAN?

A}

. {EXPOSE PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO A SIGNIFICANT RISK OF LOSS,

INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING WILDLAND FIRES, INCLUDING WHERE
WILDLANDS ARE ADJACENT TO URBANIZED AREAS OR WHERE
RESIDENCES ARE INTERMIXED WITH WILDLANDS?

S

V!

1. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a.

|VIOLATE ANY WATER QUALITY STANDARDS OR WASTE DISCHARGE

REQUIREMENTS?

b.

JSUBSTANTIALLY DEPLETE GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES OR INTERFERE
QTFH GROUNDWATER RECHARGE SUCH THAT THERE WOULD BE A

DEFICIT IN AQUIFER VOLUME OR A LOWERING OF THE LOCAL
OUNDWATER TABLE LEVEL (E.G., THE PRODUCTION RATE OF
PRE-EXISTING NEARBY WELLS WOULD DROP TO A LEVEL WHICH
WOULD NOT SUPPORT EXISTING LAND USES OR PLANNED LAND
USES FOR WHICH PERMITS HAVE BEEN GRANTED)? :

NS

SUBSTANTIALLY ALTER THE EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN OF THE
SITE OR AREA, INCLUDING THROUGH THE ALTERATION OF THE
COURSE OF A STREAM OR RIVER, IN A MANNER WHICH WOULD
RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL EROSION OR SILTATION ON- OR OFF-SITE?

. |SUBSTANTIALLY ALTER THE EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN OF THE

SITE OR AREA, INCLUDING THROUGH THE ALTERATION OF THE
COURSE OF A STREAM OR RIVER, OR SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASE THE
RATE OR AMOUNT OF SURFACE RUNOFF IN AN MANNER WHICH
WOULD RESULT IN FLOODING ON- OR OFF SITE?

<

- JCREATE OR CONTRIBUTE RUNOFF WATER WHICH WOULD EXCEED

THE CAPACITY OF EXISTING OR PLANNED STORMWATER DRAINAGE
SYSTEMS OR PROVIDE SUBSTANTIAL ADDITIONAL SOURCES OF
POLLUTED RUNOFF?

. JOTHERWISE SUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE WATER QUALITY?

- jPLACE HOUSING WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOOD PLAIN AS MAPPED ON

FEDERAL FLOOD HAZARD BOUNDARY OR FLOOD INSURANCE RATE
MAP OR OTHER FLOOD HAZARD DELINEATION MAP?

- {PLACE WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOOD PLAIN STRUCTURES WHICH WOULD

IMPEDE OR REDIRECT FLOOD FLOWS?

EXPOSE PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO A SIGNIFICANT RISK OF LOSS,
INQUIRY OR DEATH INVOLVING FLOODING, INCLUDING FLOODING AS
A RESULT OF THE FAILURE OF A LEVEE OR DAM?

I

INUNDATION BY SEICHE, TSUNAMI, OR MUDFLOW?

IX.
a.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

SN NN NS

ICALLY DIVIDE AN ESTABLISHED COMMUNITY? : §
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significant
impact

Potentially
significant
unless
mitigation

incorporavte,»dk :

Less than
significant
impact ]

Noimpact

. |CONFLICT WITH APPLICABLE LAND USE PLAN, POLICY OR

REGULATION OF AN AGENCY WITH JURISDICTION OVER THE
PROJECT (INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE GENERAL PLAN,
SPECIFIC PLAN, COASTAL PROGRAM, OR ZONING ORDINANCE)
ADOPTED FOR THE PURPOSE OF AVOIDING OR MITIGATING AN
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECT?

c.

CONFLICT WITH ANY APPLICABLE HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN OR
NATURAL COMMUNITY CONSERVATION PLAN?

X. MINERAL RESOURCES

a.

RESULT IN THE LOSS OF AVAILABILITY OF A KNOWN MJNERAL
RESOURCE THAT WOULD BE OF VALUE TO THE REGION AND THE
RESIDENTS OF THE STATE?

]

. {RESULT IN THE LOSS OF AVAILABILITY OF ALOCALLY-IMPORTANT

MINERAL RESOURCE RECOVERY SITE DELINEATED ON A LOCAL

|GENERAL PLAN, SPECIFIC PLAN, OR OTHER LAND USE PLAN?

XI.

-

NOISE

EXPOSURE OF PERSONS TO OR GENERATION OF NOISE IN LEVEL IN

EXCESS OF STANDARDS ESTABLISHED IN THE LOCAL GENERAL PLAN :
JOR NOISE ORDINANCE, OR APPLICABLE STANDARDS OF OTHER
JAGENCIES?

. [EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE TO OR ‘GENERATION OF EXCESSIVE
|GROUNDBORNE VIBRATION OR GROUNDBORNE NOISE LEVELS?

A SUBSTANTIAL PERMANENT INCREASE IN AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS IN |

THE PROJECT VICINITY ABOVE LEVELS EXISTING WITHOUT THE

1PROJECT?

ISE LEVELS IN THE PROJECT VICINITY ABOVE LEVELS EXISTING
THOUT THE PROJECT?

“]SUBSTANTIAL TEMPORARY OR PERIODIC INCREASE IN AMBIENT

A}

. {FOR A PROJECT LOCATED WITHIN AN AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN OR,.

WHERE SUCH A PLAN HAS NOT BEEN ADOPTED, WITHIN TWO MILES
OF A PUBLIC AIRPORT OR PUBLIC USE AIRPORT, WOULD THE
PROJECT EXPOSE PEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN THE PROJECT
AREA TO EXCESSIVE NOISE LEVELS?

. {FOR A PROJECT WITHIN THE VICINITY OF A PRIVATE AIRSTRIP,

WOULD THE PROJECT EXPOSE PEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN
THE PROJECT AREA TO EXCESSIVE NOISE LEVELS?

Xil.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

. JINDUCE SUBSTANTIAL POPULATION GROWTH IN AN AREA EITHER

DIRECTLY (FOR EXAMPLE, BY PROPOSING NEW HOMES AND
BUSINESSES) OR INDIRECTLY {FOR EXAMPLE, THROUGH EXTENSION
OF ROADS OR OTHER INFRASTRUCTURE)?

DISPLACE SUBSTANTIAL NUMBERS OF EXISTING HOUSING
NECESSITATING THE CONSTRUCTION OF REPLACEMENT HOUSING
ELSEWHERE? -

<

. {DISPLACE SUBSTANTIAL NUMBERS OF PEOPLE NECESSITATING THE

CONSTRUCTION OF REPLACEMENT HOUSING ELSEWHERE?

<

XIli. PUBLIC SERVICES

FIRE PROTECTION?

. {POLICE PROTECTION?

SCHOOLS?

<8

. |PARKS?

OTHER GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES (INCLUDING ROADS)?

s

Xiolaljolol®

I

IV. RECREATION




Potentially
significant

_impact

“Potentially |

significant
unless

mitigation

incorporated |

Less than
significant
impact

_Noimpact_|

a. WQULD THE PROJECT INCREASE THE USE OF EXISTING
{NEIGHBORHOOD AND REGIONAL PARKS OR OTHER RECREATIONAL
{FACILITIES SUCH THAT SUBSTANTIAL PHYSICAL DETERIORATION OF
THE FACILITY WOULD OCCUR OR BE ACCELERATED?

v

{b. | DOES THE PROJECT INCLUDE RECREATIONAL FACILITIES OR
REQUIRE THE CONSTRUCTION OR EXPANSION OF RECREATIONAL
FACILITIES WHICH MIGHT HAVE AN ADVERSE PHYSICAL EFFECT ON
THE ENVIRONMENT?

XV TRANSPDRTAT!ONICIRCULAT!ON

a. [CAUSE AN INCREASE IN TRAFFIC WHICH IS SUBSTANTIAL IN
{RELATION TO THE EXISTING TRAFFIC LOAD AND CAPACITY OF THE
{STREET SYSTEM (L.E., RESULT IN A SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE N
EITHER THE NUMBER OF VEHICLE TRIPS, THE VOLUME TO RATIO
|CAPACITY ON ROADS, OR CONGESTION AT INTERSECTIONS)?

b. |1 EXCEED EITHER INDIVIDUALLY OR CUMULAT!VELY A LEVEL OF
SERVICE STANDARD ESTABLISHED BY THE COUNTY CONGESTION
MANAGEMENT AGENCY FOR DESIGNATED ROADS OR HIGHWAYS?

c. JRESULT IN A CHANGE IN AIR TRAFFIC PATTERNS, INCLUDING EITHER
AN INCREASE IN TRAFFIC LEVELS OR A CHANGE IN LOCATION THAT
RESULTS IN SUBSTANTIAL SAFETY RISKS?

§

d. |SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASE HAZARDS TO A DESIGN FEATURE (E G
USES (E.G., FARM EQUIPMENT)?

SHARP CURVES OR DANGEROUS INTERSECTIONS) OR INCOMF’ATIBLE ]

e. [RESULT IN INADEQUATE EMERGENCY ACCESS?

1. {RESULT IN INADEQUATE PARKING CAPACITY?

g. |CONFLICT WITH ADOPTED POLICIES, PLANS, OR PROGRAMS
YCLE RACKS)?

PPORTING ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION (E.G., BUS TURNOUTS, |

NRVERERY

XVL UTILITIES

a. |EXCEED WASTEWATER TREATMENT REQUIREMENTS OF THE
APPLICABLE REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD?

b. iREQUIRE OR RESULT IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW WATER OR
WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITIES OR EXPANSION OF EXISTING
FACILITIES, THE CONSTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD CAUSE
SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS?

A

¢. {REQUIRE OR RESULT IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW STORMWATER
DRAINAGE FACILITIES OR EXPANSION OF EXISTING FACILITIES, THE
CONSTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD CAUSE SIGNIFICANT
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS?

d. [HAVE SUFFICIENT WATER SUPPLIES AVAILABLE TO SERVE THE
PROJECT FROM EXISTING ENTITLEMENTS AND RESOURCE, OR ARE
NEW OR EXPANDED ENTITLEMENTS NEEDED?

. JRESULT IN A DETERMINATION BY THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT
PROVIDER WHICH SERVES OR MAY SERVE THE PROJECT THAT IT HAS
ADEQUATE CAPACITY TO SERVE THE PROJECT=S PROJECTED
DEMAND IN ADDITION TO THE PROVIDER=S

ﬂ

1. {BE SERVED BY A LANDFILL WiTH SUFFICIENT PERMITTED CAPACITY
TO ACCOMMODATE THE PROJECT=S SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL
NEEDS?

g. JCOMPLY WITH FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL STATUTES AND
REGULATIONS RELATED TO SOLID WASTE?

XVI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE




Potentially
significant

3 jmpact )

' Poiéntially Bl

significant
unless

mitigation

incorporated ;

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

{a. | DOES THE PROJECT HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO DEGRADE THE

JQUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT, SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCE THE
HABITAT OF FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES, CAUSE A FISH OR WILDLIFE
POPULATION TO DROP BELOW SELF-SUSTAINING LEVELS, THREATEN
{TO ELIMINATE A PLANT OR ANIMAL COMMUNITY, REDUCE THE

NUMBER OR RESTRICT THE RANGE OF A RARE OR ENDANGERED
jPLANT OR ANIMAL OR ELIMINATE IMPORTANT EXAMPLES OF THE
{MAJOR PERIODS OF CALIFORNIA HISTORY OR PREHISTORY?

v

. |DOES THE PROJECT HAVE IMPACTS WHICH ARE INDIVIDUALLY

LIMITED, BUT CUMULATIVELY CONSIDERABLE?\'\n{@CUMULATIVELY
{CONSIDERABLE@ MEANS THAT THE INCREMENTAL EFFECTS OF AN
INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ARE CONSIDERABLE WHEN VIEWED IN
{CONNECTION WITH THE EFFECTS OF PAST PROJECTS, THE EFFECTS
OF OTHER CURRENT PROJECTS, AND THE EFFECTS OF PROBABLE ]
FUTURE PROJECTS). '

. |DOES THE PROJECT HAVE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CAUSE |
}SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS ON HUMAN BEINGS, EITHER
_|DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY?




‘EUSS!ON OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (attach addifional sheets if necessary)
h

e Environmental impact Assessment includes the use of official City of Los Angeles and other government source reference’
materials related to various environmental impact categories (e.g., Hydrology, Air Quality, Biology, Cultural Resources, etc.). The State
of California, Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology - Seismic Hazard Maps and reports, are used to identity
potential future significant seismic events! including probable magnitudes, liquefaction, and landslide hazards. Based on applicant
information provided in the Master Land Use Application and Environmental Assessment Form, impact evaluations were based on
stated facts contained therein, including but not limited to, reference materials indicated above, field investigation of the project site,
and any other reliable reference materials known at the time.

Project specific impacts were evaluated based on all relevant facts indicated in the Environmental Assessment Form and expressed
through the applicant's project description and supportive materials. Both the Initial Study Checklist and Checklist Explanations, in
conjunction with the City of Los Angeles's Adopted Thresholds Guide and CEQA Guidelines, were used to reach reasonable
conclusions on environmental impacts as mandated under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The project as identified in the project description may cause potentially significant impacts on the environment without mitigation,
- Therefore, this environmental analysis conciudes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be issued to avoid and mitigate all

potential adverse impacts on the environment by the imposition of mitigation measures and/or conditions contained and expressed in
this document; the environmental case file known as ENV-2005-5551-MND - Finally, based on the fact that these impacts can be
feasibly mitigated to less than significant, and based on the findings and thresholds for Mandatory Findings of Significance as
described in the Caiifornia Environmental Quality Act, section 15065, the overall project impact(s) on the environment (after mitigation)
will not;

» Substantially degrade environmental quality.

» Substantially reduce fish or wildlife habitat.

* Cause a fish or wildlife habitat to drop below self sustaining levels.

» Threaten to efiminate a plant or animal community.

* Reduce number, or restrict range of a rare, threatened, or endangered species.

* Eliminate important examples of major periods of California history or prehistory.

* Achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of long-term goals.

: Resuit in environmental effects that are individually fimited but cumulatively considerable.
Result in environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings.
TIONAL INFORMATION:

All supporting documents and references are contained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the
EIR Unit, Room 763, City Hall.

For City information. addresses and phone numbers: visit the City's website at http:/mwww.lacity.org : City Planning - and Zoning
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.lacity.org/ or EIR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 783.
Seismic Hazard Maps - http:/fgmw.consrv.ca.govishmp/

Engineering/Infrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel Information - hitp://boemaps.eng.ci.la.ca.usfindex01.htm or

City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA".

PREPARED BY: TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: DATE:.

SRIMAL HEWAWITHARANA ENVIRONMENTAL SPECIALIST Il (213) 978-1202 03/2212006




Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

@

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE

I. AESTHETICS

MITIGATION INCORPORATED

. |OCCUR TO NEW RESIDENTS OF THE

PROJECT DUE TO THE EXISTING
AMBIENT AIR QUALITY IN THE
PROJECT VICINITY, UNLESS AIR
FILTRATION SYSTEMS ARE
PROVIDED AS A PART OF THE
PROJECT’S AIR CONDITIONING
SYSTEM. SHORT TERM AIR QUALITY
IMPACTS COULD AFFECT THE
NEARBY 28TH STREET ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL, BUSINESSES AND
RESIDENCES DURING THE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROJECT.
MITIGATION MEASURES TO COMPLY
WITH SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AIR
QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
REGULATIONS FOR PROJECT
GRADING ARE REQUIRED FOR THE
PROJECT WHICH WILL MITIGATE ANY
IMPACT TO NEARBY SENSITIVE
RECEPTORS DURING THE PROJECT

a. INO IMPACT
b. INO IMPACT
POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS  |GRAFFITI IS A CONTINUING I b4
MITIGATION INCORPORATED PROBLEM ON STRUCTURES IN THE
CITY AND AN AESTHETIC IMPACT
WOULD BE CREATED IF ANY
GRAFFITI WHICH APPEARS ON THE
SITE DURING ITS OPERATIONAL
) . PHASE IS NOT REMOVED.
d. |[POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THERE WOULD BE NEW SOURCES led
MITIGATION INCORPORATED OF LIGHT OR GLARE ON THE SITE
DUE TO OUTDOOR AND SECURITY
LIGHTING AND THE OPERATIONAL
IMPACTS OF THE NEW RESIDENCES.
Il. AGRICULTURAL RESCURCES
a. |NOIMPACT
b. INO IMPACT
c. {NOIMPACT
I QUALITY
O IMPACT
‘b. [NOIMPACT
c. INOIMPACT
d. [POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |AIR QUALITY IMPACTS COULD m d1

s

€. IMPACT

CONSTRUCTION PHASES.




Mitigation
Impact? Explanation : Measures

‘OLOGICAL RESOURCES

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

ULTURAL RESOURCES

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

ajefae S|~ e]alo o]
0

NO IMPACT

/l. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

a. IPOTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS [THE LOS ANGELES BASINIS A VI aii
MITIGATION INCORPORATED SEISMICALLY ACTIVE AREA.
ALTHOUGH THE PROJECT SITE IS
NOT IN AN ALQUIST-PRIOLO ZONE,
PROPERTY THROUGHOUT THE LOS
ANGELES AREA IS SUBJECT TO.
IMPACT FROM SEISMIC ACTIVITY.

). [POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE LOS ANGELES BASINIS A Vi aii
ITIGATION INCORPORATED SEISMICALLY ACTIVE AREA AND
‘ PROPERTY THROUGHOUT THE LOS
ANGELES AREA IS SUBJECT TO

STRONG GROUND SHAKING FROM
SEISMIC EVENTS.

L |NOIMPACT
L |NO IMPACT ‘ -
t. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS APPROXIMATELY 30,000 CUBIC Vib1, Vi b2
MITIGATION INCORPORATED YARDS OF DIRT WILL BE GRADED
AND APPROXIMATELY 10,000 CUBIC
YARDS OF DIRT WILL BE lMPORTED
OR EXPORTED.
NO IMPACT
NO IMPACT
- |[NOIMPACT
l. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
NO IMPACT
POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE PROJECT WILL REQUIRE THE Vi b5
MITIGATION INCORPORATED DEMOLITION OF 16 EXISTING

BUILDINGS, INCLUDING
WAREHOUSES AND 2 SINGLE FAMILY
RESIDENCES, OF VARIED AGES,
WHICH MIGHT RESULT IN THE
RELEASE OF HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS SUCH AS ASBESTOS
INTO THE ENVIRONMENT.

”’gACT '
NGO IMPACT




Mitigation

Impact? Explanation Measures
’vo IMPACT
. [NOIMPACT
g. INOIMPACT
h. |NO IMPACT
V. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
a. [NO IMPACT
b. INO IMPACT
c. |NOIMPACT
d. |NOIMPACT
e. [POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE PROJECT MAY CREATE OR Vi ¢c2
MITIGATION INCORPORATED CONTRIBUTE RUNOFF WATER
WHICH, WHILE NOT EXCEEDING THE
CAPACITY OF EXISTING OR PLANNED
STORMWATER DRAINAGE SYSTEMS,
WILL PROVIDE AN ADDITIONAL
SOURCE OF POLLUTED RUNOFF.
STORMWATER RUNOFF IS A
CONCERN CITY-WIDE AND THE
PROJECT MAY HAVE AN IMPACT ON
) STORMWATER RUNOFF.
f. INOIMPACT
g. |NOIMPACT
h. INO IMPACT
O IMPACT
i O IMPACT
IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING
a. |NOIMPACT
b, |[NOIMPACT
c. |[NOIMPACT
X. MINERAL RESOURCES
a. INOIMPACT
b. [NOIMPACT
XI. NOISE
a. [NOIMPACT ‘
b. [POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS {THE PROJECT MAY EXPOSE NEARBY (Xl a13
MITIGATION INCORPORATED SENSITIVE RECEPTORS DURING THE
: PROJECT CONSTRUCTION AND NEW
RESIDENTS TO NOISE FROM THE
28TH STREET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL.
c. |[NOIMPACT
d. |[NOIMPACT
e. {NOIMPACT
f. INOIMPACT
XIl. POPULATION AND HOUSING
a. IMPACT
b. IMPACT




~

Mitigation
impact? Explanation Measures
‘,NO IMPACT
Xlll. PUBLIC SERVICES
a. jPOTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS ITHE PROJECT SITE IS LOCATED IN Xl a
MITIGATION INCORPORATED FIRE DISTRICT 2 AND WILL INCREASE
THE REQUIREMENT FOR FIRE
SERVICES AND WILL BE REQUIRED
TO COMPLY WITH ALL THE
REGULATIONS TO MITIGATE FIRE
HAZARD RELATED RISKS.
b. IPOTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS DUE TO THE CONTINUING OVERALL X b1
MITIGATION INCORPORATED SHORTAGE IN POLICE STAFFING,
THE PROJECT IS BEING REQUIRED
TO IMPLEMENT THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT'S REQUIREMENTS.
¢. |[POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE PROJECT MAY RESULT IN AN Xill ¢, Xil ¢2
MITIGATION INCORPORATED INCREASE IN THE POPULATION OF
CHILDREN AND COULD IMPACT THE
REQUIREMENT FOR SCHOOLS.
THEREFORE, IT IS REQUIRED TO PAY
SCHOOL FEES WHICH WILL PROVIDE
FUNDS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
NEW EDUCATIONAL
INFRASTRUCTURE. THIS WILL HELP][
TO REDUCE OVERCROWDED
CLASSROOMS IN THE AREA.
. ESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
e, |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
XIV. RECREATION
a. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE PROJECT MAY HAVE AN IMPACT [XiVa

MITIGATION INCORPORATED

ON PARKS AND OTHER
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES BY
INCREASING THE DEMAND FOR THE
USE OF EXISTING PARKS AND
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES.

NO IMPACT

XV,

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THE DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION HAS REVIEWED
THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND HAS
DETERMINED THAT THE PROPOSED
PROJECT WILL RESULT IN A NET
INCREASE OF 530 TRIPS DAILY,
INCLUDING A NET INCREASE OF 36
AM. PEAK HOUR TRIPS AND 42 P.M. .
PEAK HOUR TRIPS.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THE DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION HAS REVIEWED
THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND HAS
DETERMINED THAT THE PROPOSED
PROJECT WILL NOT EXCEED, EITHER
INDIVIDUALLY OR CUMULATIVELY, AN
ESTABLISHED LEVEL OF SERVICE

STANDARD.




Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

NO IMPACT
- |[NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

w

NO IMPACT

XVI.

UTILITIES

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

~lolalo o]

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THE PROJECT COULD HAVE A :
SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON THE CITY'S
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL LAND FILL
CAPACITY. THE PROJECT, BECAUSE
IT CONSISTS OF APARTMENTS, MAY
NOT PARTICIPATE IN THE CITY'S
CURBSIDE RECYCLING PROGRAM.
MITIGATION MEASURES HAVE BEEN
INCLUDED TO REQUIRE THE
DEVELOPER TO INCLUDE A
RECYCLING PROGRAM IN THE
PROJECT'S TRASH PICKUP

Xvif

PROGRAM.
O IMPACT
XVIl. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
a. INOIMPACT
b. INO IMPACT
¢. INOIMPACT




. CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION
k De Minimis Impact Finding
PROJECT TITLE (INCLUDING ITS COMMON NAME, IF ANY)
TRACT/PARCEL MAP NO. MND NO. ENV-2005-5551-MND
ZA NO. .
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: A GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND A ZONE CHANGE FROM LIMITED MANUFACTURING AND
. M1-1 AND MR1-1 TO MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL AND R3-1 TOPERMIT THE
CONSTRUCTION OF A THREE STORY, 41 FOOT HIGH RESIDENTIAL PROJECT WITH 207
AFFORDABLE RESIDENTIAL RENTAL UNITS, A 4,400 SQUARE FOOT TWO STORY BUILDING -
WITH A COMMUNITY CENTER ON THE 1ST FLOOR AND A POLICE SUBSTATION ON THE 2ND
FLOOR, IN THREE PHASES, A TOTAL OF 472 RESIDENTIAL PARKING SPACES AND 18 SPACES
FOR THE COMMUNITY CENTER, ON A 241,980 SQUARE FEET (56.55 NET ACRE) SITE; THE
DEMOLITION OF 16 EXISTING STRUCTURES, INCLUDING 2 RESIDENTIAL DWELLINGS, THE
REMOVAL OF 3 UNSPECIFIED TREES, THE GRADING OF 30,000 CUBIC YARDS OF DIRT AND -
THE IMPORT/EXPORT OF 10,000 CUBIC YARDS OF DIRT.

PROJECT ADDRESS: 814 E29TH ST

APPLICANT NAME: UHC LA 29, L.P,

APPLICANT ADDRESS: 2000 E. FOURTH STREET, SUITE 205
SANTA ANA CA 92705

FINDINGS OF EXEMPTIONS

Based on the Initial Study prepared by the City Planning -Department and all evidence in the record, oh it is determined that the

subject project, which is located in Los Angeles County, WILL NOT have an adverse impact in wildlife resources or their habitat

as defined by Fish and Game Code Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code, Because;

; The Initial Study prepared for the project identifies no, potential adverse impact on fish or wiidlife resources as far
as earth, air, water, plant life, animal life, or risk of upset are concerned. v
Measures are required as part of this approval which will mitigate the above mentioned impacts, to a level of
insignificance.

C] The project site, as well as the surrounding area (is presently) (was) developed with residential structures and does
not provide a natural habitat for either fish or wildlife.

CERTIFICATION
I hereby certify that the Los Angeles Planning Department has made the above findings of fact and that based upon the initial
study and hearing record the project will not individually or cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined
in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

CHIEF PLANNING OFFICIAL: SIGNATUR

CHARLIE RAUSCH

DATE OF PREPARATION: RINT NAME:

03/22/2006 SRIMAL HEWAWITHARANA
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‘ CITY OF LOS ANGELES
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 80012
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

EAD GITY AGENCY ' {COUNGIL DISTRICT
1

LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT o
PROJECT TITLE {CASE NO.
ENV-2007-4833-MND o _ | 1CPC-2007-5514-SPE-SPP

SROJECT LOGATION
440458 5 HARTFORD AVE AND 431-433 LUCAS AVENUE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A SPECIFIC PLAN PROJECT PERMI

T TO PERMIT THE CONSTRUCTION OF A FOUR TO FIVE STORY, 75 UNIT AFFORDABLE
HOUSING DEVELOPMENT iN TWO BUILDINGS ON ADJACENT LOTS SEPARATED BY AN ALLEY AND A SPECIFIC PLAN '
EXCEPTION TO PERMIT REDUCED FRONT, REAR, AND SIDE YARDS, REDUCED OPEN SPACE AND A REDUCTION IN THE
{NUMBER OF REQUIRED TREES ON SITE. THE PROJECT WILL USE AN AFFORDABLE HOUSING INCENTIVE TO REQUIRE
ONLY ONE PARKING SPACE PER UNIT FOR ALL AFFORDABLE UNITS {100%). THERE WILL BE A HAUL ROUTE APPROVAL
FOR THE REMOVAL OF 5, 000 CUBIC YARDS OF GRADED MATERIAL. THE SITE (ALL LOTS) [S CURRENTLY VACANT.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY
ANDALUCIA FUNDL.P.
30141 AGOURA ROAD, SUITE 100
AGOURA, CALIFORNIA 91301
FINDING:
The City Planning Department of the City of Lo

. this project because the mitigation measure(s)
sffects to a level of insignificance

s Angeles has Proposed that a mitigated negative declaration be adopted for
autlined on the attached page(s) will reduce any potential significant adverse

_ | ~ (CONTINUED ON PAGE 2)
SEE ATTACHED SHEET(S) FOR ANY MITIGATION MEASURES IMPQEED.
Any written comments received during the public review periad are attached fogether with the response of the Lead City
Agency. The project decision-make may adopt the mitigated negative declariation, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR,
Any changes made should be supported by substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made.

“THE INITIAL STUDY PREPARED FOR THIS PROJECT IS ATTACHED.
TELEPHONE NUMBER

NAME OF PERSON PREPARING THIS FORM ITITLE
| TERESA BATSON |y PLANNING ASSISTANT {219 979120
ADDRESS ISIGNATURE (Official) DATE

{200 N. SPRING STREET, 7th FLOCR o
’w.f/x ;/()&f'

LOS ANGELES, CA. 90012

ENV-2007-4833-MND Page 1 of 30




MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

.NV-2007-4833~MND

| b4.

{cl.

| c2.

Hid1.

Vi b.

ENV-2007-4833-MND

V1 aii.

Aesthetics (Graffiti)

. Environmental impacts may result from project im
along the wali(s) adjacent to public rights-of-way.
insignificance by the following measures:

. Every building, structure, ar portion thereof, shall
free from graffiti, debris, rubbish, garbage, trash,
Murnicipal Code Section 21.8104.

. The axterior of all buildings and fences shall be free
alley, pursuant to Municipal Code Saction 81,8104.15.

Aestheties (Light}

. Environmental impacts to the adjacent residential properties may result due to excessive illumination on the project
site. However, the potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the ollowing measure:

. Outdoor lighting shall be desigred and installed with shielding, so that the light saurce cannot be seen from adiacent
residential properties.

Aesthetics (Glare)
. Environmental impacts to adjacent residential properties may result from glars from the proposed project. However,

the potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:
. The exterior of the proposed building shall be canstructed of materials such as high-performance tinted non-reflective
ylass and pre-casi concrete of fabricated wall surfaces.

Air Pollution (Stationary)
. Adverse impacts upen future occupants may re
pollution levels in the project vicinity. However,

following measure:
. RESIDENTIAL - An air filtration system shall be installed and maintzinad with fliters meeting or exceeding the
ASHRAE Standard 52,2 Minimum Efficiency Reporting Value (MERV) of 11, lo the satisfaction of the Department of

Building and Safety.

plamentation due to graffiti and accumulation of rubbish and debis
However, this potential impact will be mifigatad to a [svel of

be maintained in & safs and sanitary condition and good repatr, and
avergrown vagetation or other similar material, pursuiant to

#zom graffii when such graffiti is visible fram a public street or

sult from the project implementation due tc existing ambient air
this impact can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the

Seismic

. Enviranmental impacts may resuit to the safety of future occupants due to the pioject's lacation in an area of
potential seismic activity. However, this potential impact wili be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following
measure;

. The design and construction of the project shall conform to the Unifarm Building Code seismic standards as
appraved by the Department of Building and Safety.

Erosion/Grading/Short-Tenn Construction Impacts
. Environmental impacts may result from the visual alteration of natural fandforms due {o grading. However, this impact
igning the grading plan to canform with theCity's Landform Grading

will be mitigated to a tavel of insignificance by desi
Manual guidelines, subject to approval by the Advisory Agency and the Department of Building and Safety's Grading

Division.

. Short-term air quality, grading and noise impacts may result from the construction of tha proposed profect. However,
these impacts can be mitigated to a lave! of insignificance by the following measures:

. Air Quality

. All unpaved demolition and construction areas shali be wet

and termporary dust covers shall be used to reduce dust emissions an

could reduce fugitive dust by as much as 50 percent.

The owner of contractor shall keep the construction area sufficlently dampened to cont

and hauling, and at all times provide raasonable control of dust caused by wind.

. All loads shail be secured by trimming, watering or other appropriata means to prevent spillage and dust.

. All materials transported off-site shall be sither sufficiently watered or, securely cavered to prevent excessive amount
of dust.

. All clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during periods of high winds (i.e.,
greater than 15 mph), 50 as to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

. General contractors shall maintain and cperate construction eguipment so as to

tad at least twice daily during excavation and construction,
d meet SCAQMD District Rule 403, Wetling

rol dust caused by grading

minimize axhaust emissions.

. Noise
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The praject shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 and 161,574, and any
subsequent ardinances, which prohibit the emission or creation of naise beyond certain levels at adjacent uses

uniess technically infeasible.
Construction and demalition shall be restricted o the hours of 7:00 am ta 6:00 pm Monday through Friday. and 3:00

am te 6:00 pm on Saturday.

Construction and demolition activities shall be schedulad sa as to avoic operating several pieces of equipment
simultaneously, which causes high noise levels.

The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the-art noise shielding and muffling

devices.
The project shall comply with the Noise Insulation Standards of Title 24 of the Califarnia Code Regulations, which

insure an acceptable interior noise environment.

Grading

Chapter IX, Division 70 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code addresses grading, excavations, and fills. Al grading
activities require grading permits from the Department of Building and Safety. Additional provisions are required for
grading activities within Hillside areas. The application of BMPs includes but is not limited to the fallowing mitigation
measures:

Excavation and grading activities shall be schedulad during dry weather pericds. If grading occurs during tha rainy
seasan (October 15 through Aprii 1), diversion dikes shall be constructed to channef runcff around the site. Channels
shall be lined with grass or roughasned pavement to reduce runoff velocity.

Appropriate erosion control and drainage devices shall be provided to the satisfaction of the Building and Safety
Department. These measures include interceptor terraces, berms, vee-channels, and inlet and ouflet structures, as
specifiad by Section 91.7013 of the Building Code, including planting fast-growing annual and perennial grasses in
areas where construction is nol immeadiately planned.

Stockpiles and excavated soil shall be covered with sscured tarps of plastic sheeting.

General Construction
Sediment carries with it other work-site poilutants such as pesticides, cleaning salvents, cement wash, asphailt, and

car fluids that are toxic to sea life.

All waste shall be disposed of property. Use appropriately tabeled racycling bins to recycle construction matearials
including: solvents, water-based paints, vehicle fluids, broken asphalt and concrete; wood, and vegetation. Non
recyclable materialsiwastes shall be taken to an appropriate landfill. Toxic wastes shall be discarded at a licensed

regulated disposal site.
Leaks, drips and spills shall be cleaned up immediately to prevent contaminated soif on paved surfaces that can be

washed away into the storm drains.
Pavement shall not be hosed down at material spills. Dry cleanup mathods shall be used whenever possibie.
Dumpsters shall be covered and maintained. Place uncovered dumpsters under a roof or cover with tarps or plastic

sheeting.
Where truck traffic is frequent, gravel approaches shall be used to reduce soil compaction and limit the tracking of

sediment into streets.
All vehicle/equipment maintenance, repair, and washing shall be conducted away from storm drains. All major repairs

shall be conducted off-site. Drip pans or drop clothes shall be used to catch drips and spills.

Vi b1, Hauf Routes

Environmental impacts on pedestrians and vehictes may result from project implementation due to haul routes.
However, the potentiat impact will be mitigated to a fevel of insignificance by the following measures:

Projects involving the import/export of 1,000 cubic yards or more of dirt shall obtain haul route approval by the
Department of Building and Safety. :

The developar shall install appropriate traffic signs around the sita to ensure pedesirian and vehicle safety.

Fences shall be constructed araund the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions and attractiva

nuisances.

VIl €2.  Single Family Dwelling (10+ Home Subdivision/Multi Family)

. ENV-2007-4833-MND
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elopment of this project. However, the petential impacts will be

ating stormwater pollution control measures, Ordinance No. 172,176
and Ordinance No. 173,494 specify Stormwater and Urban Runoff Poliution Control which requires the application of
Best Management Practices (BMPs). Chapter [X, Division 70 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code addresses grading,
excavations, and fills. Applicants must meet the requirements of the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMP) approved by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Contrel Board, including the following: (A copy of the
SUSMP can be downloaded at: http:ﬂwww.swrcb.ca.govlnvqchm’).

Project appficants are required to implement stormwater BMPs to treat and infiltrate the runoff from a storm svent
praducing 3/4 inch of rainfall in a 24 hour period, The design of strustural BMPs shalt be in accordance with the
Development Best Management Practices Handbook Part B Planning Activities. A signed certificate from a California
licensed sivil engineer ot licensed architest that the proposed BMPs meet this numerical threshold standard is
required.

Post development peak stormwater runoff discharge rates shall not e
developments where the increase peak stormwater discharge rate wi

arosion.
Maximize trees and other vegetation at sach site by planting additional vegetation, clustering trae areas, and

pramoting the use of native and/or draught tolerant plants.
Any connection to the sanitary sawer must have authorization from the Bureau of Sanitation.

Reduce impervious surface area by using permeable pavement matarials where appropriate, including: parvious
concrete/asphait; unit pavers, i.e. turf block: and granular materials, i.e. crushed aggregates, cobbles.

Install Roof runoff systems whers site is suitable for installation. Runaff from rooftops is relatively clean, can provide
groundwater recharge and reduce excess runoff into storm drains.

Paint messages that prohibits the dumping of improper matesials into tha storm drain system adjzcent to storm drain
inlets. Prefabricated stencils can be obtained from the Dept. of Public Werks, Starmwater Management Division.
Promote natural vegetation by using parking islands and other jandscaped areas.

All storm drain [nlets and catch basing within the projest area must be stenciled with prohibitive language (such as
NO DUMPING - DRAINS TO OCEAN) and/or graphical icons to discourage illegal dumping.

Signs and prohibitive language and/or graphical icons, which prohibit illegat dumping, must be posted at public
access points along channels and creeks within the project area.

Legibitity of stencils and signs must be maintained.
Materials with the potential to contaminate stormwater
to, a cabinet, shed, or similar stormwater conveyance sy
such as berms, dikes, ar curbs.

The storage area must be paved and sufficizntly impervious
The storage area must have a roof or awning to minimize co

area.
Design an efficient irrigation system to minimize runoff including; drip irrigation for shrubs to limit excessive spray,

shutoff devices to prevent irigation after significant precipitation; and flow reducers.

Runoff from hillside areas can be collected in a vagetative swaie, wet pond, or extendad detention basin, before it
raaches the stoerm drain system.

Cut and fill sloped in designated hiliside areas shall be p
velacities and o provide fong- term stabilization of sail. PI
and trees.

Incorporate appropriate erasion control

Environmentat impacts may result from the dev
mitigated to a level of insignificance by incorpar

voeed the estimated pre-devetopment rate for
il result in increasad potential for downstream

must be: (1) piaced in an enclosurs such as, but not limited
stern; or (2) protected by secondary containment structures

to contain leaks and spills.
Hection of stormwater within the secandary containment

lantad and irfigated to prevent erosien, reduce run-off
ant materials include: grass, shrubs, vines, ground covers,

and drainage devices, such as interceptor terraces, berms, vee-channeals,
and inlet and outlet structures, as specified by Section 91.7643 of the Building Code. Protect outlats of cubverts,
conduits or channels from efosion by discharge velocitias by installing a rock outlet protection. Rack outlet protection
is a physical devise composed of rock, grouted riprap. or concrete rubble placed at the outiet of a pipe. install
sediment traps below the pipe-outlet. [nspect, repair and maintain the outlet pratection after each significant rain.
The awner(s} of the property will prepare and execute a covenant and agreement (Planning Department General
form CP-5770) satisfactory to the Planning Department binding the owners to post construction maintenance on the
structural BMPs in accordance with the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan and ar per manufacturer's

instructions.

Public Services (Fire)
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Environmental impacts may resuit from project implementation due to the location of the project in an area having
marginal fire protection facifities. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a lavel of insignificance by the
following measura:

The following recommendations of the Fire Department relative to fire safety shall be incerporated into the building
plans, which includas the submitial of a piot plan for approval by the Fire Department either prior to the recordation of
a final map or the approval of a building permit. The plot plan shall include the following minimum design features;
fire lanes, where required, shall be a minimum of 20 feet in width; all structures must be within 300 feet of an
approved fire hydrant, and entrances to any dwelling unit or guest room shalt not be more than 150 feet in distanca
in horizontal travel from the adgs of the roadway of an improved street or approved fire lane.

XMl b1.  Public Services (Police General)

Envirsnmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the incation of the project in an area having
marginal police services. However, this potential impact will be mitigated o a level of insignificance by the following
measure’

The plans shall incorporate the design guidelines relative to security, semi-public and private spaces, which may
include but nat be limited to access contral fo building, secured parking facilities, wallsffences with key systems.
well-illuminated public 2nd semi-public space designed with a minimum of dead space to eliminate areas of
concealment, location of toitet facilities or building entrances in high-foot traffic areas, and provision of security guard
patrol throughout the project site if needed, Please rafer to Design Out Crime Guideiines: Crime Pravention Through
Environmeantal Design published by the Los Angeles Police Deparfment's Crime Prevention Section (located at
Parker Center, 150 N. Los Angeles Street, Room 818, Los Angeles, (213)485-3134. These msasures shall be
approved by tha Police Department prior to the issuance of building permits.

Xlil ct.  Pubiic Services (Schoois}

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the lacation of the projest in an area with
insufficient schoof capacity. However, the potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the

following measure:
The applicant shall pay schoal fees to the Los Angeles Unified School District to offset the impact of additional

student enraliment at schaols serving the project area.

. XIil c2.  Public Services (Schools}
Environmental impacis may result from project implementation due ta the close proximity of the project to a school,

However, the potential impact wilt be mitigated to a tevel of insignificance by the fallowing measures:
The developer and contractors shall maintain engeing contact with administrator of school. The
administrative offices shall be contacted when demaiition, grading and construction activity begin on the project site
so that students and their parents wilt know when such activities are ta occur. The developer shall obtain schoof walk
and bus routes to the schools from either tha admiristrators or from the LAUSD's Transportation Sranch
(323)342-1400 and guarantee that safe and convenient pedestrian and bus routes to the school be maintained.

The developer shall install appropriate traffic signs around the site to ensurs pedestrian and vehicle safety,

Haul route scheduling shall be seguenced to minimize conflicts with pedestrians, school buses and cars at the arrivai
and dismissal times of the school day. Haul route trucks shall not be routed past the school during pericds when
school is in session especially when students are arriving or departing from the campus.

There shall be ro staging or parking of construction vehicles, including vehicles to transport workers on any of the

streets adjacent to the school.
Due to noise impacts on the schoals, no construstion vehicles or haul trucks shall be staged or idled on these streats

during school hours,
Fences shall be constructed around the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions and attractive

nuisances.

Xvd. Safety Hazards

*

Enviranmental impacts may result from project implemeantation due to hazards fo safety from design features (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses. However, the patential impacts can be mitigated to a

level of insignificance by the following measure:
The applicant shall submit a parking and driveway plan that incorporates design features that reduce accidents, to

the Bureau of Engineering and the Department of Transportation for approval.

Xvid. Utilities {Local or Regional Water Supplies)

ENV-2007-4833-MND
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Utilities (Salid Waste)

ect implementation due to the sumulaiive increase in demand on the

Environmental impacts may result from proj
will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following

City's water supplies. However, this potential impact
measures;

(fnless otharwise prohipited, dual-flush water ciasets {maximum 1,28 gpf) and no-flush ar walarless urinals shall ba
utifized in all restrooms as appropriate. In the case such instaflations ara not permitted, high-efficiency toilets
(raximurmn 1.28 gph and high-efficiency urinals {maximum 0.5 gpf) may be utilized, Rebates may be offerad through
the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power ic offset portions of the gosts of these installations.

The project shall comply with Ordinance No. 170,978 (Water Management Crdinance), which imposes numerous
water conservation measures in landscape, installation, and maintenance (e.g, use drip irrigation and soak hoses in
liew of sprinklers to lower the amount of water lost to evaparation and overspray, set sutomatic sprinkler systems o
irrigate during the early marning or evening hours to minimize water loss dus to evaporation, and water less in the

cooler months and during the rainy seasan.
If conditions dictate, the Depariment of Water and Power may postpana n

water supply capacity is adeguate,
(ALl New Construction, Commercial/industrial Remodel, Condominium Conversions, and Adaptive Reuse)

Unless otherwise raquired, and to the satisfaction of the Department of Building and Safety. the applicant shatl install:

aw water coanections for this project until

a High-efficiency toilets (maximum 1.28 gpf), including duzal-flush water closets, and high-efficiency urinals
(maxirmum 0.5 gpf), including no-flush or wateriess urinals, in ali restrooms as appropriate. Rebates may be
offered through the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power to offset portions of the costs of these
installations

b. Restroom faucets with a maximum How rate of 1.5 galions per minute.
Single-pass cooling equipment shall be strictly prohibited from use. Prahibition of such equipment shall be indicated

on the building plans and incorporated inte tenant lease agreements. {Single-pass cooling refers to the use of
potable water to extract heat from process equipment, £.0. vacuum pumg, ice macghines, by passing the water
through equipment and discharging the heated water to the sanitary wastewater systemt.)

(All New Residential, Condominium Conversions, and Adaptive Reuse)
Unless ctherwisa required, and fo the satisfaction of the Department of Building and Safety, the applicant shall:

a. Install a demand (tankless or instartaneous} water heater system sufficient to serve the anticipated needs of

the dwelling(s).
b, instail no more than cne showerhea
minute.
<. Install and utilize only high-effic

d per shower stall, having a flow rate no greater than 2.0 gatlons par

iency clothes washers {water factor of 8.0 or iess) in the praject, if proposed 1o
be pravided in either individual units and/for in a commaon faundry roomis). If such appliance is fo be furnished
by a tenant, this requirement shall be incorporated into the lease agreement, and the applicant shall be
responsibie for ensuring compliance. Rebates may be offered through the Los Angeles Dapartment of Water
and Power to offset portions of the costs of these installations.

d. install and utilize only high-gfficiency Energy Star-rated dishwashers in the project, if proposed to be provided.
i such appliance is to be furnished by a tenant, this requirement shall be incorporated inta the lease
agreement, and the applicant shall be responsible for ensusing compliance.

{Landscaping)

In addition to the requirements of the Landscape COrdinance, the [andscape plan shail incorporate the following:

_Weather-basad irrigation cartroller with rain shutoff,

_Matched pracipitation (flow) rates for sprinkler heads:

. Drip/microspray/subsurface irrigation where appropriate;

. Minimum #rrigation system distribution uniformity of 76 percent;

. Proper hydro-zorning, tuif minimization and use of nativefdrought ta

. Use of landscape centouring ta minimize pracipitation runoff.
. A separate water meter (of submeten, flow senscr, and master valve shutoff shall be installed for irrigated

tandscape areas totating 5,000 sf. and greater, 1o the satisfaction of the Department of Building and Safety.

terant olan materials; and

(o TP = B o T & g

mentation due to the creation of additional solid waste,

Enviconmental impacts may result from praject imple
avel of insignificance by the following measure:

However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a |
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. Recycling bins shall be provided at appropriate locations to promote recycling of paper, metal, glass, and other
recyclable material. These bins shall be emptied and recycled accordingly as a part of the project's reqular solid

waste disposal program.
r construction permit, the applicant shall provide a copy of the receipt ar

. Prior to the issuance of any demclition o
contract fram a waste disposal company providing services to the project, specifying recycled waste service(s), to the

satisfaction of the Department of Building and Safety. The demolition and construction cantractor(s) shalt only
contract for waste disposal services with a campany that recycles demolition aad/or construction retated wastes,

. To facilitate onsite separation and recyciing of demolition and construction-refated wastes, the contractor(s) shall
provide temporary waste separation bins ansite during dernolition and construction, These bins shall be emptied and
recycled accordingly as a part of the project's regular solid waste disposal pregram.

. Recycling bins shail be provided at appropriate lacations to gromate recycling of paper, metal, giass, and other

recyclable material.

Xvild. End
. The conditions outlined in this proposed mitigated negative declaratian which are not already required by law shall be
required as condition(s) of approval by the decision-making body except as noted on the face page of this documeni,
. Therefaore, it is cancluded that no significant impacts are apparent which might result from this project's

implementation.
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES

OFFICE OF THE CiTY CLERK
ROOM 395, GITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 99012
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

INITIAL STUDY
and CHECKLIST

{CEQA Guidelines Section 15063)

[EAD CITY AGENCY: COUNCIL DISTRICT: DATE: :
LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT CD 1-ED P. REYES  |04/23/2008 i
[RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING PLANNING DEPARTMENT — .
TENVIRONMENTAL CASE: RELATED CASES:

1ENV-2007-4833-MND CPC-2007-5514-5 PE-SPP

PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO. ] Does have significant changes from previous acfions.
v Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions.

ISROJEGT DESCRIPTION:
A 4-STORY 75-UNIT MULTI-FAMILY 100% AFFORDABLE HOUSING

NV PROJECT DESCRIPTION: ‘
- SPECIFIC PLAN PROJECT PERMIT TO PERMIT THE CONSTRUCTION OF A COUR TG FIVE STORY, 75 UNIT AFEORDABLE

HOUSING DEVELOPMENT IN TWO BUILDINGS ON ADJACENT LOTS SEPARATED BY AN ALLEY AND A SPECIFIC PLAN
IEXCEPTION TO PERMIT REDUCED FRONT, REAR, AND SIDE YARDS, REDUCED OPEN SPACE AND A REDUCTION IN THE
NUMBER OF REQLAIRED TREES ON SITE. THE PROJECT WILL USE AM AFFORDABLE HOUSING INCENTIVE TO REQUIRE
{ONLY ONE PARKING SPACE PER UNIT FOR ALL AFFORDABLE UNITS (100%). THERE WILL BE A HAUL ROUTE APPROVAL
ER THE REM_OVAL OF 5, 000 CUBIC YARDS OF GRADED MATERIAL. THE SITE (ALLLOTS) IS CURRENTLY VACANT,
‘ ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS:
THE PROJECT IS LOCATED CN ADJACENT LOTS BETWEEN HARTFORD AVENUE TQ THE WEST, 4TH STREET TO THE

0O THE EAST AND 5TH STREEY TO THE SOUTH WITHIN THE CENTRAL CITY WEST SPECIFIC

NORTH, LLICAS AVENUE T
{PLAN AREA OF THE WESTLAKE COMMUNITY PLAN AREA. THE SITE 1S COMPRISED OF TWO PARCELS SEPARATED BY AN

{ALLEY. THE PARCEL ABUTTING HARTEORD AVENUE HAS A LOT AREA OF 29,424 SQUARE FEET (S.F.) AFTER
|DEDICATION. THE SECOMD PARCEL, ABUTTING LUCAS AVENUE, HAS A LOT AREA OF 6,822 5.F. THERE IS A CHANGE IN

GRADE SLOPING DOWNWARD FROM HARTFORD AVENUE TO LUCAS AVENUE AND A SLOPE DOWNWARD FROM NORTH
TO SOUTH ALONG THE AREA OF THE PROJEGT FRONTING LUCAS AVENUE. THE ALLEY BETWEEN THE TWO PARCELS
{ALSO HAS A DOWNWARD SLOPE FROM NORTH TO SOUTH. THE SITE 18 CURRENTLY VACANT, THE PROPERTY. THE SITE |
115 ZONED R5(CW)-U/6. THE SITE 1S SURROUNDED BY MULTI-FAMILY HOMES ON LUCAS AVENUE. A LOW-DENSITY HOUSE
0 THE SOUTH OF THE SITE AT HARTFORD AVENUE. THERE ARE A VACANT LOT, PARKING

HINLOCATED ONTHE LOT T
LOT, AND TWO THREE-STORY RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS ACROSS HARTFORB AVENUE. A SCHOOL IS LOCATED NORTH

|OF THE SITE ON 4TH STREET.

PROJECT LOCATION:
{440-458 $ HARTFORD AVE AND 431433 LUCASAVENVE e e .
{COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: A PLANNING COMMISSION: |GERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOGD
|WESTLAKE CENTRAL |counciL:
|STATUS: NONE

| v Does Conform fo Plan

1[0 Does NOT Conform to Flan

, _ IMAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY
EXISTING ZONING: ALLOWED BY ZONING:
[Rs(cW) - U5 51 FAR

ENV-2007-4833-MND Page 8 of 30



. MAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY |LA River Adiacent: i
GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: ALLOWED BY PLAN 150 i - ‘

HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL DESIGNATION: {

8:1 FAR

PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY:

75 UNITS ' !

. ENV-2007-4833-MND Page 9 of 30



Determination (To Be Completed By Lead Agency)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

EI
Ve

{ find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect an the anvironment, and a MEGATIVE

DECLARATION will be prepared.
| find that although the proposed projact could have a significant effect on the enviconment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed to by the project

propanent. A MITICATED NEGATIVE DECIARATION will be prapared.

| find the proposead praject MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and

REPORT is required.

| find ihe proposed project MAY hava a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant unless mitigated™
n the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document

al standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on earlier
MPACT REPORT is required, but it must

an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

impact o

pursuant to applicable leg
analysis as described on altached shests. An ENVIRONMENTAL |

analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that aithaugh the proposed project could have a significant effect on the enviranment, hecause ali potentially
significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an carlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to
applicable standards, and (b) have besn aveidad or mitigated pursuant to that sarfier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, including revisions of mitigation measures that are imposed upon the aroposed project, fothing

further is required.

CITY PLANNING ASSISTANT {213) 978-1209

I e L

Title Phone

Signature

Evaluation Of Environmental Impacts:

| answers except "No Impact’ answers that ars adequately supperted by the information
fallowing each guestion. A “No lmpact' answar is adaquately supporied if the
referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to orojects like the one involved {e.g., the project
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact” answer should be explained whera it is basad on project-specific factors as
well as general standards (e.q., the project wil nat expose sensitive receptors to poilutants based on a project-specific
screening analysisj.

Al answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumuiative as well as
project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as wall as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined ihat a particular physical impact may oseur, then tha checklist answers must indicate
whether the impact is potentially significant, less that significant with mitigation, or iess than significant. "Potentially Significant
Impact"” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an affect may be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially
Significant impact" entries when the deterrination is made, an EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of a mitigation
measure has reduced an sffect from "Potentially Significant impact” to "Less Than Significant Impact.” The lead agency must
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation
measures fram Sectian XVII, "Earlier Analysis,” cross referenced).
Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the tering, program EIR, of ather GEQA process, an effect has been
adequately anatyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative deciaration. Section 15063 {€}(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should

identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. ldentify and state where they aie available for raview.

b. !mpacts Adequately Addrassad. Identify which effects from the above checklist ware within the scope of and adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures sased on the sarlier analysis.
Mitigation Measures. For affects that are "Less Than Significant With Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” describe the
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the sarfier document and the extent to which they address

site-specific conditions for the project.

A brief explanation is required far a
sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses

Page 10 of 39

ENV-2007-4833-MND



. 6. Lead agencies are encouraged 1o incorporate into the chacklist references ta information sources for potential impacts (e.g..
general plans, zoning ordinances}. Reference to a previcusly prepared or outside documnent should, where apprepriate,

include a reference fo the page of pages where the statement is substantiated
7. Supporting Infarmation Sources: A scurces list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should be

cited in the discussion.
gencies ars free to use ditterent formats; however, lead agencies should normally

8 This is anly a suggested form, and lead a
address the questions fram this checklist that are reievant to a project’s anvironmental effects in whichever format is selecled,

9. The explanation of each issue should identify:
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate aach guestion; and
b. The mitigation measura identified, if any, to reduce the impact to fess than significance.

. ENV-2007-4833-MND Page 11 of 30



Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The environmental factors checked below would
as indicated by the checkiist on the following pages.

"Potentially Significant lmpact”’

he potentially affected by this project,

involving at teast one impact thatis a

" AESTHETICS

[[J AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
v AIR QUALITY

[] BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
] CULTURAL RESOURCES

v GEOQLOGY AND SOILS

[v PUBLIC SERVICES

i
§

{[] HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS

| MATERIALS i[] RECREATION i
| v~ HYDROLOGY AND WATER |y~ TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION
1 QUALITY : v UTILITIES :
[] LAND USE AND PLANNING ] MANDATORY FINDINGS OF

[] MINERAL RESOURCES |~ SIGNIFICANCE

[ NOISE j

i[J POPULATION AND HOUSING |

Background
PROPONENT NAME:
ANDALUCIA FUND L.P.
APPLICANT ADDRESS:
30141 AGOURA ROAD, SUITE 100
AGOURA, CALIFORNIA 91301
AGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST:

PROPOSAL NAME (if Applicable):

IN [TIAL STUDY CHEC KLIST {To be completed by the Lead City Agency)

DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING-COMMUNITY PLANNING BUREAU

PHONE NUMBER:
(818) 706-0694

DATE SUBMITTED:

10/10/2007
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Potentially
significant
Potentially unless | Lessthan
significant § mitigation significant
) _@mpact i_r_lcorpqyated irppa.ctr i Noimpact
i AESTHETICS _ D B o
a. |HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON A SCENIC VISTA?Y V"
—ISUBSTANTIALLY DAMAGE SCENIC RESOURGES, INCLUDING, BUT NOT - - . 7
LIMITED TO, TREES, ROCK QUTCROPPINGS, AND HISTORIC
{BUILDINGS, OR OTHER LOCALLY RECOGNIZED DESIRABLE AESTHETIC ‘
NATU_RA_L FEAT_'U_RE WETH!N A CITY-DESIGNATED S_C ENIC HIGHWAY? .
1z ISUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE THE EXISTING VISUAL CHARACTER OR \/
QUALITY O!' THE_ SITE AND ITS S_URROUNDINGS?
T, ICREATE A NEW SOURCE OF SUBSTANTIAL LIGHT OR GLARE WHICH v

' WOULD ADVERSELY AFFECT DAY OR NIGHTTKM_E_VIEVVS IN THE AREA?

| AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES | - _
[CONVERT PRIME FARMLAND, UNIQUE FARMLAND, OR FARMLAND OF - v
STATEWIDE IMPORTANGE, AS SHOWN ON THE MAPS PREPARED ‘
PURSUANT TO THE FARMLAND MAPPING AND MONITORING PROGRAM
OF THE CALIFORNIA RESOURCES AGENCY, TO NON-AGRICULTURAL
| |use?
ONFLIGT THE EXISTING ZONING FOR AGRICULTURAL USE. OR A
WILLIAMSON ACT CONTRACT? _ .
IO VE GTHER CHANGES (N THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT WHICH,
DUE TO THEIR LOCATION OR NATURE, COULD RESULT iN
| CONVERSION OF FARMLAND, TO NON-AGRICULTURAL USE?

CARQUALITY _ 7
T3 TCONFLICT WITH OR OBSTRUCT IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SCAQMD
OR CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PLAN?

o GIATE ANY AIR GUALITY STANDARD OR CONTRIBUTE |
1 | SUBSTANTIALLY TO AN EXISTING OR PROJECTED AIR GUALITY

13,

< <

RN

. VIQLATION? o _ o ] 1 )

[ TRESULT IN A CUMULATIVELY CONSIDERABLE NET INCREASE OF ANY ‘ i V’
CRITERIA POLLUTANT FOR WHICH THE AIR BASIN IS
INON-ATTAINMENT [OZONE, CARBON MONOXIDE, & PM 13) UNDER AN
APPLICABLE FEDERAL OR STATE AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARD?

{d. {EXPOSE SENSITIVE RECEPTORS TO SUBSTANTIAL POLLUTANT , {
CONCENTRATIONS? _ . ) . :

CREATE OBJECTIONABLE ODORS AFFECTING A SUBSTANTIAL - : 7

NUMBER OF PEOPLE? ! -

TV, BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
“IHAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT, EITHER DIRECTLY OR ; v
THROUGH HABITAT MODIFICATION, ON ANY SPECIES IDENTIFIED AS A )
CANDIDATE, SENSITIVE, OR SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES IN LOCAL OR :
REGIONAL PLANS, POLICIES, OR REGULATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF FiSH AND GAME OR U.5. FISH AND WILOLIFE
SERVICE ? j ] _
{b. [HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON ANY RIPARIAN HABITAT | j v
17 10R OTHER SENSITIVE NATURAL COMMUNITY IDENTIFIED IN THE CITY
OR REGIONAL PLANS, POLICIES, REGULATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME OR U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE

SERVICE?
“THAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON FEDERALLY PROTECTED v
WETLANDS AS DEFINED BY SECTION 404 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT ¢ 1

(INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO. MARSH VERNAL POOL, COASTAL,

ETC.) THROUGH DIRECT REMOVAL, FILLING, HYDROLOGICAL

I {INTERRUPTION, OR OTHER MEANS? .
d. INTERFERE SUBSTANTIALLY WITH THE MOVEMENT OF ANY NATIVE V(

RESIDENT OR MIGRATORY FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES OR WITH

|ESTABLISHED NATIVE RESIDENT OR MIGRATQRY WILDLIFE
CORRIDORS, OR IMPEDE THE USE OF NATIVE WILDLIFE NURSERY

SITES? ]

. ENV-2007-4833-MND Page 13 of 30




o

ORDINANGE (E.G., OAK TREES OR CALIFORNIA WALNUT
WOODLANDS!? _

Potentially
significant
impact

] incarporated

Patentially
significant
untess
mitigation

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

o [CONECCT WITH ANY LOCAL POLICIES 55 BRONANCES PROTECTING
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES, SUCH AS TREE PRESERVATION POLICY OR

<

1T TCGNELICT WITH THE PROVISIONS OF AN ADGETED HABITAT

OR CTHER APPROVED LOGCAL, REGIONAL, OR STATE HABITAT
CONSERVATION PLAN?

CONSERVATION PLAN, NATURAL COMMUNITY CONSERVATION PLAN,

\

[V GULTURAL RESOURCES

“TGAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE SHANGE N SIGNIFICANCE OF &
HISTORICAL RESOURCE AS DEFINED IN STATE CEQA 15054 57

T ICAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGE iN SIGNIFICANGE OF AN

| ARCHAEOLOGIGAL RESCURCE PURSUANT TO STATE CEQA 15084.57

e, IDIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY DESTROY A UNIQUE PAL.EONTOLOGICAL
] RESOQURCE CR SITE QR UNIGUE GEOQLOGIC FEATURE?

NIRVRNEN

. TOISTURE ANY HUMAN SEMAING, INCLUDING THOSE INTERRED
OUTSIDE OF FORMAL CEMETERIES?

{Vi. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

T TEXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO FOTENTIAL
S BATANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,

1FAULT, AS DELINEATED ON THE MOST RECENT ALQUIST-PRIOLO

1#OR THE AREACR BASED ON OTHER SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE OF A
KNOWN FAULT? REFER TO DIVISION OF MINES AND GEOLOGY

SPECIAL PUBLICATION 42.

{NJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING | RUPTURE OF A KNOWN EARTHQUAKE

EARTHQUAKE FAULT ZONING MAP ISSUED BY THE STATE GEOLOGIST

“TEXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUGTURES TO POTENTIAL
UBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RiSK OF LOSS,

INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING : STRONG SEISMIC GROUND SHAKING? :

T EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO POTENTIAL
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,

{INCLUDING LIQUEFACTFON?

INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING : SEISMIC-RELATED GROUND FAILURE,

{d. JEXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUG TURES TO POTENTIAL
1 S BSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING : LANDSLIDES?

<~ {RESULTIN SUBSTANTIAL SOIL EROSION OR THE LSS OF TOPSOIL?

¢ IBETOCATED ON A GEOLOGIC UNIT OR SOIL THAT IS NSTABLE, OR
THAT WOULD BECOME UNSTABLE AS A RESULT OF THE PROJECT,
AND POTENTIAL RESULT IN ON- OR OFF-SITE LANDSLIDE, LATERAL

SPREADING, SUBSIDENCE, LIQUEFACTION, OR COLLAPSE?

{5, [BE LOCATED OGN EXPANEIVE SOIL, AS DEFINED IN TABLE 18-1-B OF

"LTHE UNIFORM BUILDING CODE {1984}, CREATING SUBSTANTIAL RISKS

TO LIFE OR PBOPERTY?

IWATER?

{h. {HAVE 50ILS N EAPABLE OF ADEQUATELY SUPPORTING THE USE OF
|SERTIC TANKS OR ALTERNATIVE WASTE WATER DISPOSAL SYSTEMS
WHERE SEWERS ARE NOT AVAILABLE FOR THE DISPOSAL OF WASTE

[Vil. TAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

—~rSREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD TO THE FUBLIC OR THE
EMVIRONMENT THROUGH THE ROUTINE TRANSPORT, USE, OR
DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS?

{6 TCREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD TO THE PUBLIC OR THE
1 NVIRONMENT THROUGH REASONABLY FORESEEABLE UPSET AND
ACCIDENT GONDITIONS INVOLVING THE RELEASE OF HAZARDOUS

IMATERIALS INTQ THE ENVIRONMENT?

ENV-2007-4833-MND
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Potentially
significant
impact

Potentiaily
significant
unless
mitigation

) incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

] Mo impact

TIEMIT HASARDOUS EMISSIONS OR HANDLE HAZARDOUS OR ACUTELY B

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SUBSTANCES, OR WASTE WITHIN
ONE-QUARTER MILE OF AN EXISTING OR_PROPQSED SCHOOQL?

.{BE LOCATED ON A SITE WHICH 15 INCLUDED ON A LIST OF

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SITES COMPILED PURSUANT TO
GOVERNMENT CGDE SECTION 65862.5 AND, AS A RESULT, WOULD iT
CREATE A SIGMIFICANT HAZARD TG THE PUBLIC OR THE

ENVIRONMENT?

v

-

E5R A PROJECT LOGATED WITHIN AN AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN GR

" JWHERE SUGH A PLAN HAS NOT BEEN ADOPTED, WITHIN TWO MILES

OF A PUBLIC AIRPORT QR PUBLIC USE AIRPORT, WOULD THE
PROJECT RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR PEQPLE RESIDING OR

WORKING IN THE PROJECT AREA?

IR A PRGIECT WITHIN THE VICINITY OF A PRIVATE AIRSTRIP,

WOULD THE PROJECT RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR THE

1PECPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN THE AREA?

— PATR IMPLEMENTATION DF OR PHYSICALLY INTERFERE WiTH AN

ADOPTED EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN OR EMERGENCY

|EVACUATION PLAN?

<

P OEE PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO A SIGNIFICANT RISK OF LOSS,

INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING WILDLAND FIRES, INCLUDING WHERE
WILDLANDS ARE ADJACENT TO URBANIZED ARLCAS OR WHERE

|RESIDENCES ARE INTERMIXED WITH WILDLANDS?

vil

I HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

“IVIGLATE ANY WATER QUALITY 5TANDARDS OR WASTE DISCHARGE
REQUIREMENTS?

SUBSTANTIALLY DEPLETE GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES OR INTERFERE

"I WITH GROUNDWATER RECHARGE SUCH THAT THERE WOULD BE A

MET DEEICIT IN AQUIFER VOLUME OR A LOWERING OF THE LOCAL
GROUNDWATER TABLE LEVEL (E.G., THE PRODUCTION RATE OF
PRE.-EXISTING NEARBY WELLS WOULD DROP TO A LEVEL WHICH
WOULD NOT SUPPORT EXISTING LAND USES CR PLANNED LAND
JSES FOR WHICH PERMITS HAVE BEEN GRANTED)?

B TANTIALLY ALTER THE EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN OF THE '

SITE OR AREA, INCLUDING THROUGH THE ALTERATION OF THE
COURSE OF A STREAM OR RIVER, N A MANNER WHICH WQULD
RESULT [N SUBSTANTIAL EROSION OR SILTATION ON- OR COFF-SITE?

-

SURSTANTIALLY ALTER THE EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN OF THE

"{SITE OR AREA, INCLUDING THROUGH THE ALTERATION OF THE

COURSE OF A STREAM OR RIVER, OR SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASE THE |
RATE OR AMOUNT OF SURFACE RUNOFF IN AN MANNER WHICH
WOULD RESULT [N FLOCDING ON- OR OFF SITE?

R EATE OR CONTRIBUTE RUNGFF WATER WHICH WOULD EXCEED _
[THE CAPACITY OF EXISTING OR PLANNED STCRMWATER DRAINAGE
| 3YSTEMS OR PROVIDE SUBSTANTIAL ADDITIONAL SQURCES OF

POLLUTED RUNOFF?

STIERWISE SUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE WATER GUALITY?

STRCE TIOUSING WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOOD PLAIN A3 MAPPED ON

"|FEDERAL FLOOD HAZARD BQUNDARY OR FLOOD INSURANCE RATE

MAP OR OTHER FLOOD HAZARD DELINEATION MAP?

S TACE WITHIN A 100-VEAR FLOOD PLAIN STRUCTURES WHICH WOULD |

IMPEDE OR REDIRECT FLOOD FLOWS?

S5 SE PECPLE OR STRUGTURES TO A SIGNIFIGANT RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING FLOODING, INCLUDING FLOODING AS A
RESULT OF THE FAILURE OF A LEVEE OR DAM?

AEEVEUERNY

i
X,

NONDATISN BY SEIGHE, TSUNAMI, OR MUDFLOW?

CAND USE AND PLANNING

fa. [PRYSICALLY SIVIDE AN ESTABLISHED COMMUNITY?

<

ENV-2007-4833-MND
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(B TEBNELTETWITH ABPLIGABLE LAND USE PLAN “BOLICY OR
REGULATION CF AN AGENCY WITH JURISDICTION OVER THE

ENVIRONM ENTAL EFFECT?

PROJECT (INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE GENERAL PLAN,
SPEGIEIC PLAN, COASTAL PROGRAM, OR ZONING QRDINANCE])
ADGETED FOR THE PURPOSE OF AVOIDING OR MITIGATING AN

Potentially
significant
impact

[ Potentially

significant
unless
mitigation

incorporated

Less than
significant
] impact

No impact i

MATURAL COMMUNI_TY CONSERVATION PLAN?

- CONFLICT WITH ANY APPLICABLE HABITAT SONSERVATION PLAN OR

X. MINERAL RESOURCES

{RESIDENTS OF THE STATE?

-~ TRESULT N THE LOSS OF AVAILABILITY OF A HOWN MINERAL
1% |RESOURCE THAT WOULD BE OF VALUE TO THE REGION AND THE

GENERAL PLAN, SPECIFIC PLAN, OR OTHER LAND USE PLAN?

5 TRESULT IN THE LOSS OF AVAILABILITY OF A COCALLY-IMPORTANT
MINERAL RESOURGE RECOVERY SITE DELINEATED ON A LOCAL

Xl. NOISE

|ExcESS OF STANDARDS

iAGENCIES?

S POSURE DF PERSONS TO OR GENERATION OF NOISE IN LEVELIN
ESTABLISHED IN THE LOCAL GENERAL PLAN

{OR NOISE ORDINANCE, OR APPLICABLE STANDARDS OF OTHER

b iEXPOSURE OF PEOPLE TOOR GENERATION OF EXCESSIVE

o

" |GROUNDBORNE VIQRATION OR GROUNDBORNE NOISE LEVELS?

PROJECT?

o {A SUBSTANTIAL SERMANENT INCREASE (N AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS IN
THE PROJECT VICINITY ABOVE LEVELS EXISTING WITHOUT THE

fd.
.3 WITHOUT THE PROJECT?

A SUBSTANTIAL TEMPORARY OR PERIODIC NCREASE I AMBIENT
NOISE LEVELS IN THE PROJECT VICINITY ABOVE LEVELS EXISTING

GF A PUBLIG AIRPORT OR PUBLIC USE AIRPQORT, WOULD THE

JAREATO EXCESSIVE NOISE LEVELS?

= TFOR A PROJECT LOCATED WITHIN AN AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN OR,
\WHERE SUCH A PLAN HAS NOT BEEN ADOPTED, WITHIN TWO MILES

PROJECT EXPOSE PEQPLE RESIDING OR WORKING iN THE PROJECT

THE PROJECT AREA TO EX_CESSIVE NOISE LEVELS?

T IFOR A PROJECT WITHIN THE VICINITY OF A PRIVATE AIRSTRIP,
WOULD THE PROJECT EXPOSE PEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN

S OPULATION AND HOUSING

X

DIRECTLY (FOR EXAMPLE, BY PROPOSING NEWHOMES AND
BUSINESSES) OR INDIRECTLY (FOR EXAMPLE,
|oF ROADS OR OTHER ‘INF_RASTRUCTURE)?

[a. [TNDUGE SUBSTANTIAL POPULATION GROWTH N AN AREA EJTHER
THROUGH EXTENSION

[B-{OISPLACE SUBSTANTIAL NUMBERS OF EXISTING HOUSING

ELSEWHERE?

" INECESSITATING THE CONSTRUCTION OF REPLACEMENT HGUSING

c.
ICONSTRUCTION OF REPli__ACEMENT HOUSING ELSEWHERE?

- TDISPLAGE SUBSTANTIAL NUMBERS OF PEOPLE NEGESSITATING THE

|X#1. PUBLIC SERVICES

FIRE PROTECTION?

PSUICE PROTECTION?

_aj\'f(

PARKS?

b.
[ [scrooLs?
o _
.

GTHER GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES (NCLUDING ROADS]?

<<

|XIV. RECREATION i

ENV-2007-4833-MND
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impact

Potentially
significant

Potentially
significant
unless
mitigation

1 incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

CWOULD THE PROJECTINCREASE THE USE OF EXISTING
NEIGHBORHOOD AND REGIONAL PARKS OR OTHER RECREATIONAL

FACILITIES SUCH THAT SUBSTANTIAL PHYSICAL DETERIORATION QF
THE FACILITY WOULD OCCUR OR BE ACCELERATED?

v

“1DOES THE PROJEGT INCLUDE RECREATIONAL FAGILITIES OR

REQUIRE THE CONSTRUCTION OR EXPANSION OF RECREATIONAL
EACILITIES WHICH MIGHT HAVE AN ADVERSE PHYSICAL EFFECT. ON

THE ENVIRONMENT?

: XV.TRA NSPORTATIONICIRCULATION

a.

CAUSE AN INCREASE IN TRAFFIC WHICH IS SUBSTANTIAL T

{RELATION TO THE EXISTING TRAFFIC LCAD AND CAPACITY OF THE

STREET SYSTEM (LE., RESULT IN A SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE IN
EITHER THE NUMBER OF VEHICLE TRIPS, THE VOLUME TO RATIO
CAPACITY ON ROADS, OR CONGESTION AT INTERSECTIONS)?

TEXCEED, EITHER INDIVIDUALLY OR CUMULATIVELY, A LEVEL OF
SERVICE STANDARD ESTABLISHED BY THE COUNTY CONGESTION

MANAGEMENT AGENCY FOR DESIGNATED ROADS OR HIGHWAYS?

RESULT IN A CHANGE IN AIR TRAFFIC PATTERNS, INCLUDING EITHER

CIAN INCREASE IN TRAFFIC LEVELS OR A CHANGE IN LOCATION THAT
JRESULTS IN SUBSTANTIAL SAFETY RISKS?

: SUBST/\NTIA! (Y INCREASE HAZARDS 10 A DESIGN FEATURE (£ G
SHARP CURVES OR DANGERQUS INTERSECTIONS) OR INCOMPATIBLE
JUSES (E.G,, FARM IZQUIF‘MEP\!T)'~J

“IRESULT IN INADEQUATE EMERGENCY ACCESS?

. {RESULT IN iNADEQUATE PARKING CAPACITY?

NAAVEEVERY

“TCONFLICT WITH ADOPTED BOLIGIES, PLANS, OR PROGRAMS

SUPPORTING ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION (E.G., BLIS TURNOUTS,

1BICYCLE RACKS)?

XVt UTILITIES

d,

EXCEED WASTEWATER TREATMENT REQUIREMENTS OF THE

{APPLICABLE REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD?

< <

b. ]

REQUIRE OR RESULT I THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW WATER OR
WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITIES OR EXPANSION OF EXISTING

$FACILITIES, THE CONSTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD CAUSE

SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS?

“{REQUIRE OR RESULT IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW STORMWATER
DRAINAGE FACILITIES OR EXPANSION OF EXISTING FACILITIES, THE

CONSTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD CAUSE SIGNIFICANT
ENVIRGNMENTAL EFFECTS?

)

“IHAVE SUFFICIENT WATER SUPPLIES AVAILABLE 70O SERVE THE

PROJECT FROM EXISTING ENTITLEMENTS AND RESOURCE, GR ARE

INEW OR EXPANDED ENTITL"-'MENTS NEEDED?

— RESULT IN A DETERMINATION BY THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT
{PROVIDER WHICH SERVES OR MAY SERVE THE PROJECT THAT IT HAS
[|ADEQUATE CAPACITY TO SERVE THE PROJECTS PROJECTED

DEMAND IN ADDITION TQ THE PROVIDERS

BE SERVED BY A LANDFILL WITH SUFFICIENT PERMITTED CAPAGITY

’ TO ACCOMMOCATE ThE PROJECTS SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL NEEDS?

. {COMPLY WiTH FEDERAL STATE, AND LOGAL STATUTES AND

REGULATIONS RELATED 7O SCLID WASTE?

XV

Il MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

DOES THE PROJECT HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO OEGRADE THE

g QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT, SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCE THE

HABITAT OF FISH QR WILDLIFE SPECIES, CAUSE A FISH OR WILDLIFE
PQPULATION TO OROP BELOW SELF-SUSTAINING LEVELS, THREATEN
TO ELIMINATE A PLANT GR ANIMAL COMMUNITY REDUCE THE
NUMBER OR RESTRICT THE RANGE OF A RARE OR ENDANGERED
PLANT OR ANIMAL OR ELIMINATE IMPORTANT EXAMPLES OF THE

. ENV-2007-4833-MND
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Potentialty

significant
Potentially unless Less than
significant mitigation stghificant
impact incorporated | impact No impact

JMAJOR PERIODS OF CALIFORNIA HISTORY OR PREHISTORY?

% IDOES THE PROJECT HAVE IMPACTS WHICH ARE INDIVIDUALLY v
LIMITED, BUT CUMULATIVELY CONSIDERABLE? {CUMULATIVELY

[CONSIDERABLE MEANS THAT THE INCREMENTAL EFFECTS OF AN 1 :
INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ARE CONSIDERABLE WHEN VIEWED IN
CONNECTHON WITH THE EFFECTS OF PAST PROJECTS, THE EFFECTS
OF OTHER CURRENT PROJECTS, AND THE EFFECTS OF PROBABLE
FUTURE PROJECTS). ]
DOES THE PROJECT HAVE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CAUSE | v
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS ON HUMAN REINGS, EITHER
|DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY?

ENV-2007-4833-MND Page 18 ot 30




DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additional sheets if nccessary)

The Environmental Impact Assessment includes the use of official City of Los Angeles and other government scurce referance
materials related to various envirenmental impact categories {e.g., Hydrology, Air Quality, Biology, Culiural Resources, etc.). The State
of California, Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geclogy - Seismic Hazard Maps and reports, are used to identify
potential future significant seismic events; including probable magnitudes, liquefaction, and landslide hazards. Based on appiicant
information provided in the Master Land Use Application and Environmental Assessment Form, impact evaluations wera based on
stated facts contained therein, inckiding but not limited to, reference materials indicated above, field investigation of the project site,

and any other reliable reference materials known at the time.

Project specific impacts were evaluated based on all relevant facts indicated in the Environmental
through the applicant's project description and supportive materials. Both the Inftial Study Checklist and Checklist Explanations, in
conjunction with the City of Los Angeles's Adopted Thresholds Guide and CEQA Guidsiines, were used to reach reasonable
conclusions on environmental impacts as mandated under the Califernia Environmentai Quality Act (CEQA).

The project as identified in the project description may cause potantially significant impacts on the envirenment without mitigation.
Therefore, this environmentat analysis concludes that a Mitigated Negative Deciaration shall be issued to avoid and mitigate all
potential adverse impacts on the snvironment by the imposition of mitigation measures and/or conditions contained and expressed in
this document: the environmental case file known as ENV-20074833-MND and the associaled case(s), CPC-2007-5514-SPE-SPP .
Finally, based on the fact that these impacts can be feasibiy mitigated to less than significant, and based an the findings and
thresholds for Mandatery Findings of Significance as described in the California Envircnmental Quality Act, section 15065, the overall
project impact(s) on the environment (after mitigation) will not:

» Substantially degrade environmental quality.

« Substantiaily reduce fish or wildlife habitat.

» Cause a fish or wildlife habitat to drop below self sustaining levels.

» Threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community.

« Reduce number, or restrict range of a rare, threatened, or endangearad species.

s Eliminate important examples of major periads of Califarnia history or prehistory.

« Achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of long-term goals.

« Result in environmental effects that ara individually limited but cumulatively considerable.

« Result in enviconmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
All supporting decuments and references are conlained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the

EIR Unit, Room 763, City Hall.

For City jnformation, addresses and phone numbers: visit the City's website at hitp//www.lacity.org ; City Planning - and Zoning

Information Mapping Automated System {ZIMAS) cityplanning.tacity.org/ or EiR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763.

Seismic Hazard Maps - hitp://gmw consrv.ca.govishmp/
Engineeringdnfrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel Information - htip:fiboemaps.eng.ci.la.ca.usfindex01 htm or

City's main website under the heading "Navigats LA™

Assessment Form and expressed

PREPARED BY: TITLE: TELEPHONE NQ.: DATE:

TERESA BATSON CITY PLANNING ASSISTANT (213) 978-1209

04/22/2008
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE

1, AESTHETICS

a.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

This project has no adverse effects ona
scenic vista. The project is located in a
fully urbanized part of the city and there
are no scenic vistas which will be
impacied. Scenic vistas are generally
defined as panoramic public views to
natural features, including views of the
acean, striking or unusuat natural terrain,
or unigua urban or historic features. While
the street is locatad close to Downtown
Los Angeles, there are no scenic viaws of
Dawntown Los Angeles, the view is nct
panoramic, and the view at -farge will not
be impacted by the proposed project.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The project area does not confain any
highway or parkway that has been
designated as “scenic,” and therefora no
scenic resources within this categary can
be damaged.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

The project does not contain a distinct
physical landform or unique natural
landscape features. The properties
abutting the subject street segment
are designated residential and the
axisting visual character of the area
will not be changed negatively by this
project, There will be no new source of
substantial light or glare created by
this project.

| b4

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

The project does not contain a distinct
physical landform or unique natural
landscape features. The properties
abutting the subject street segment
are designated residential and the
existing visual character of the arga
will not be changed negatively by this
project. There will be no new sotsce of
substantial light ar glare created by
this project.

fel, lc2

Il. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

NQO IMPACT

The preposed project does not contain
any farmland or agricultural fand.

NO IMPACT

The proposed project is focated in a fully
urbanized part of the city and there is no
existing zoning for agricuitural uses in the
project area,

ENV-2007-4833-MNID
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impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

NO IMPACT

The propasad profect is located in a fully
uibanized part of the city and thers is no
existing zoning for agricuftural uses In the
project area.

. AIR QUALITY

a.

NO IMPACT

The proposed project will not conflict with
ar obstruct the implementation of the
SCAQMD or congestion management
plan. Any individual develepment proposal
is subject to project-specific
gnvironmental analysis, when
appropriate.

NO IMPACT

The proposed project will not violate any
air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation.

NO IMPACT

There will be ne cumuiatively
considerable nat increase of any criteria
pallutant for which the air basin is in
non-attainment.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

The proposed project will not expose
any sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations, nor will any
odors be created by the proposed

project.

NI <1

NO HMPACT

The proposed project will not expose any
sensitive receptors fo substantial pollutant
concentrations, nar wilt any odors be
created by the proposed project.

IV, BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES

a.

NO IMPACT

The propased project is located in a fully
urbanized area of the city. There will be
na changes in cenditions that could yield
an incremental increase in potential
impacts to any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status
species.

NO IMPACT

There are no biclogical resources,
including riparian habitat or ather
sensitive natural community, federally
pratected wetlands, native resident or
migratory fishiwitdlife species which will
be impacted.

NO IMPACT

There are no federally protected wetlands
in the project area. There will be no direct
removal filling, or hydrological interruption
to any resource as a resulf of the
proposed project,

NO IMPACT

There are no known local palicies, habitat
conservation plans, or ardinances
protecting hiological resources in the

proposed project area.

. ENV-2007-4833-MND
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

e, iNO IMPACT

Thare are no known focal palicies, habitat
conservation plans, or ardinances
gratecting hiotogical resources in the
proposged project area.

£ [NOIMPACT

There are no known lacal policies, habitat
conservation plans, or ordinances
protecting biclegical resources in the
proposad project area.

V. CULTURAL RESQURCES

a. |NO IMPACT

The proposed project will not cause an
adverss change in significance of a
historical resource as defined in State
CEQA 15064.5. There are no historical
resources as defined by the Natianal
Register of Historic Places, the California
Register of Historicai Resourcas, of the
City of Los Angeles Historic Cultural
Monument, or a City of Les Angeles
Historic Praeservation Overlay Zone.

b, [NO IMPACT

Tre proposed project will not cause an
adverse change in significance of an
archaeological resource, paleontological
resource, site, or unique geologic feature,
or any human remains.

6. |NO IMPACT

The proposed project will not cause an
adverse change in significance of an
archaeological resource, paleantological
resource, site, or unique geociogic featurs,
of any human remains.

d. [NO IMPACT

The proposed project will not cause an
adverse change in significance of an
archaealogical resowce, paleontological
resource, site, or unique geolegic feature,
or any human remains.

Vvi. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

a. JLESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The progosad project in and of itself wilt
not pose any risks of human injury and
property damage due to potential regional
earthquakes. As is common in the
Southern California region, there will be
cantinued risks of human injury and
property damage because of potential
regional earthquakes, but none posed
specifically by the proposed project. Na
Alguist-Friolo special study zone arsas,
designated by the state of California
Division of Mines and Geology, are
located within the Project Arsa. While
generally the potential exists for geolcgic
hazards due to geologic and seismic
conditions in the oroject area, this specific
project preposes No changes that would

alter these conditions.

FNV-2007-4833-MND
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“Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

b. [POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS

MITIGATION INCGRPORATED

The Los Angeles Basinis ina
seismically active area and the
property throughout the area is subject
to strong ground shaking from seismic

evemts,

Vi aii

c. |NO IMPACT

The project site is not in a state
designated liquefaction area.

d. {NO IMPACT

The project area is an urbanized area and
the majority of the land is daveloped,
therefore the proposed praject will not
result in substantial saif erosion or loss of
topseil. The project is not located on a
geologic unit or unstable soil.

e. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS

MITIGATION INCORPORATED

10,667 cubic yards of soil will be
graded, 5,000 cubic yards of the soil
will be exported off-site.

Vb, VI b1
The remaining portion of the soil will

be utilized on site,

f. [LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The project site is not in a state
designated liquefaction area, The project
area is an urbanized area and the
majority of the land is developed,
therefore the propased project will not
resuit in substantial soil erosion or loss of
topsoil. The project is not located on a
geologic unit or unstable soil.

g. [LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The project area is an urbanized area and
the majority of the land is develaped,
therefore the proposed project will nat
result in substantial soil erosion or loss of
topsoll. The project is not located cna
geolagic unit or unstable soil.

h. |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The project site has access 10 sewers and
wastewater disposal.

VIi. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. |NO IMPACT

The propased project will not result in the
routine transport, use, production, or
disposal of hazardous materials.

b. |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposed project will not create &
significant hazard to the public or the
environment through accident conditions
involving the reiease of hazardous
matarials into the environment.

o. iLESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Because the site is vacant, the project will
not emit hazardous materials within
proximity ta a school.

d. [LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The project site is not included on a list of
hazardous materials sites,

e. [NO IMPACT

The proposed project is not within an
airport land use plan, or within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, or
within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

ENV-2007-4833-MND




tmpact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

e et

¢ [NOCIMPACT

The proposed project is not within an
airport land use plan, of within two miles
of a public airport or public use airpart, or
within the vicinity of a private girstrin.

3. |NOIMPACT

The proposed project will not impair the
imptementation of or physically interfer2
with an adopted emergency response
pian of ernergency avacuation plan.

h. |NO IMPACT

The proposed project will be located in 2
fully urbanized area and will not expose
paople or structures to wijdiand fires.

VIiL

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a. INO IMPACT

The proposed projedt wilt not vialate any
water quality standards ar waste
discharge requirements. The proposed
project will not substantially deplete
groundwater supplies a7 interfere with
groundwater recharge.

b, |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposed project will not violate any
water quality standards or waste
discharge requirernents. The proposed
project will not have a substantial impact
on groundwater supplies or recharge. The
preposed project will not substantially
deplete groundwater supplies or intedfere
with groundwater recharge.

1 ESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposead project will not vialate any
watar quality standards or waste
discharge requirements, The proposed
project will not have a substantial impact
on groundwater supplies or recharge. The
proposed project will not substantially
deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
with groundwater recharge.

d. jLESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposed project wilt not viclate any
water quatity standards of waste
discharge requirements. The proposed
project will not hava a substantial impact
on groundwater supplies or rechargs. The
proposed project will nat substantially
deplete groundwater supolies or interfere
with groundwater recharga.

e. |POTENTIALLY SIGMNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORFCRATED

The project may create of contribute to
ruhoff water which, white not
exceeding the capacity of axisting o7
planned stormwater drainage systems,
will provide an additional source of
poliuted runoff. Stormwater runcffis a
concern city-wide and the project may
have an Impact on stormwater runoff.
Mitigation has been included to
participate in the City's Stormwater
Management Program.

Vill c2

The proposed mitigation measure will
minimize the impacts of stormwater
runoff,

L
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Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

. [mpact?

't INO IMPACT

The proposed project will not substantially
degrade water quality.

g. INOIMPACT

The proposed project is act located in a
100- year flood plain as mapped on
federal flood hazard boundary or flood
insurance rate map or the flocd hazard
defineation map.

h. |NO IMPACT

The proposed project will nat place within
a one hundred year flood plain structures
which would impede or redirect flows.

i. INOIMPACT

The proposed project is not near a ievee
or dam, and thus would not threaten to
expose people or structures ioa
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flaoding, including flooding as a
resuit of the failure of a levee or dam.

NG IMPACT

The proposed project is approximately 15
miles fram the Pacific Ocean. Impacts
due to seismic-related tidal phenomena
are nat of concern at such a distance from
the coastine and at such elevalions
abova seal jevel. Thus, the proposed
project will not cause inundation by
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

[X. LAND USE AND PLANNING

The proposed project will not divide an
established community.

. a. [NO IMPACT

b. INO IMPACT

The proposed project will not conflict with
applicable land use plans, policies or
regulations of an agency with jurisdiction
over the project, and will not have an
sffact on a mitigation measure adopted as
part of a land use plan’s environmental
assessmeant.

c. |NO IMPACT

The proposed project will not conflict with
any applicabta habital conservation plan
or natural community consarvation plan.

X. MINERAL RESOURCES

The project site does not contain any
known mineral resource and the praject
will not rasult in the foss of availability of a
known minerat resource.

The project will not result in the loss of
availability of a focally-important mineral
resqurce recovery site.

a. [NOIMPACT
b, [NOIMPACT
XL NOISE

a. [LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposed project will not result in the
axposure of persons to of generation of
noise levels in excass of standard Jevels.

I ENV-2007-4833-MND
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Mitigation
Measures

. Jmpact? Explanation B

The proposed project will not resuit in the
exposure af people to or generation of
excessive groundbarne vibration or
groundborne naiss igvels.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project may generate an increase in
ambient noise levals in ihe project vicinity

above levels existing without the project.
However, the increase in noise dus to
projact implementation will be fess than
significant,

d. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT Short term noise impacts will occur ta the
occupants of surrounding buildings and
schoels during the construction phase of
tha praject. The mitigation measures for
noisa during construction should be
implemented to minimize short term
construction.

The praject is not located within an airpart
land use plan or in the vicinity of a private
airstrip. There will be no impacts on any
noise levels as a result of this projact.

b. |[NOIMPACT

a. |NG IMPACT

The project is not located within an airport
land use plan or in the vicinity of a privata
airgtip. There will be no impacts on any
noise levels as a result of this project.

i [NOIMPACT

it. POPULATION AND HOUSING
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT The project will construct two apartmeant
nuildings. The building facing Hartford
Avenue (Lot 1) will have 68 rasidential
units. The Lucas Avenue adjacent
nuilding (Lot 2) will have nine (9
residential units. Both lots are currently
vacant. The existing General Plan Land
se Designation permits High Density
Residential development and the impact
of tha two buildings with a total of 75 units
will be fess than significant.

The proposed project will not dispface
substantial numbers of existing housing
units necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere, Ta the
cantrary, the proposed project is providing
sousing on an underutilized lot where no
housing currently exists.

There are not exisiting housing units.
Therefore, proposed project will not
dispiace any people or existing housing
units as a result of its implemantation.

a.

b, [NO IMPACT

c. |NOIMPACT

XKI. PUBLIC SERVICES

Page 26 of 30
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l Impact?

Expilanation

Mitigation
Measures

o

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPCRATED

The project site is located in Fire
District No. 2. The project will increase
the requirement for fire services, and
is required to comply with the
regulations to mitigate fire hazard
related risks.

Xllta

The proposed mitigation measure will
reduce the risk of impact from a fire by
enahling access for fire fighters and

equipment.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

Due to the continuing shortage in
police staffing, the project is being
required to implement the Police
Department’s requirements.

X1 b1

The proposed mitigation measure will
reduce arsas of concealment and
reduce opportunities to commit
crimes.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

The proposed project of 75 apartment
units may provide a small marginal
increase in demand for
educationallschool services above
levels existing without the project.

Xl e, X1k c2

The school fees will help provide
funds for the additional school
facilities which may be required to
accommodate the students generated
by the new residential development.
Gratts Primary Center and Early
Childhood Education Center
Administrators shall be notified
regarding the construction
schadule/timeline.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The project.may have an i mpact on parks
by increasing demand for the use af
existing parks

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

This is a project with a nat increase of 75
residential units, therefore, the project
would not create a significant dernand for
mew or additional library facilities.

X,

RECREATION

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The propased project of 75 apartment
units may provide a smail marginal
increase in demand for park services
above levels existing without the project.
However, this impact will be less than
significant.

NO IMPACT

See above. Additionally, the praject
provides open space areas on site for the
use of its residents.

XV.

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

. ENV-2007-4833-MND

The Los Angeles Department of
Transportation {LADOT) determined
that project will generate 504 net daily
trips, including 39 a.m. peak hour net
trips and 47 p.m, peak hour net trips.
LADQCT recommends that a
construction work site traffic control
plan be submitted to LADOT for review
and approval prior to the start of any
construction wark and recommends
that ali construction be restricted to
off-peak hours. LAROT requires a
separate review and approval for the
driveway access and circulation

Xvd
The Applicant shall contact LADOT ‘s

Citywide Planning Coordination
Section for separate review and
approval.
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measuras

scheme. Also, the Applicant will need
to check with the Bureau of
Engineering for street
widening/highway dedication
requirements.

b, {LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT {MPACT

See measurs and explanation above in
XV.a.

o

NO IMPACT

The proposed project will not result in any
change in air traffic patterns.

d. [NOIMPACT

The proposed project will not substantially
Increase hazards to a design feature or
incompatible uses, The proposed project
will widen the axisting street width, create
new sidewalks, and decrease pedestrian
and vehicle hazards by providing a new
sidewalk in front of the project site.

®

NO iIMPACT

Emergency access raquirements are
subject to the pravisions of the Los
Angeles Municipal Code; no issues exist
which would prohibit the project from
complying with those provisions,

f. INO IMPACT

The proposed project will not result in
inadequate parking capacity, as all
individual projects will be subject to Los
Angelas Municipal Code parking
requirements. The project will provide 66
spacas on-site the Haitford site (Lat 1)
and the nine (9) spaces on the Lucas site
in semi-subtarranzan parking garages
below the residential units, mesting the
Code requirement of one space per unit
for units in affardable housing projects.

g. INO IMPACT

The proposed project will not canflict with
adopted policies, plans or programs
supporting alternative transportation. The
project site is lacated in the urban core of
the city, Is accessible to various
transpartation options, and is located in
proximity to necessary retail, service and
emplayment centers.

XVIL UTILITIES

a. |NO IMPACT

The proposed project may create or
contribute additional stormwater runoff
which will provide an additional source of
poliuted runoff, The increase, however,
will not exceed the capacity of existing
and planned stormwater drainage
systems and will not excaed wastewaler
treatment requirements of the applicable
Regionat Water Quality Gantrol Board.

ENV-2007-4833-MND
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Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

b. [NO IMPACT

The proposed project will not require ar
result in the construction of new water or
wasiawater freatment facilities. The
propased project will create an
incremeantal demand on water facilities,
and will contribute additional wastewater
to the existing wastewater facilities.
These marginal increases, however, will
nof exceed the capacity of existing and
ptanned watsr and wastewater facilities
and will not provide significant impacts to
those systems.

¢ |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The preposed project weuld not require or
result in the construction of new
stormwater drainage facilities or the
expansion of existing facilities. However,
stormwater runoff is a cancern city-wide
and the project may have an impact on
stormwater runoff. Mitigation has been
inciuded to require the project to
participate in the City's Stormwater
Managemeant Program.

d. [NO IMPACT

The proposed project will create a minor
incremental demand on the waler supply;
this increase, however, will by served by
axisting entitlements and resources and
will not require new or expanded water
entitlements.

NO IMPACT

The proposed project witl create a minor
incremmental impact on the wastewater
treatment system; this increase, hawever,
will by served by existing capacity and will
not require new or expanded capacity,

f. [POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

The project could have a significant
impact on the City's solid waste
disposai landfili capacity. Mitigation
measures have been included to
require the developer to include a
recycling program in the project’s
trash pickup program.

XVid, XVEf

The recycling program would reduce
the amount of solid waste that would
require disposal and extend the limited
capacity of existing solid waste
disposal [and fill facilities.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

The proposed project will not have an
effect on water supplies. The proposed
project will not affect wastewater
tfreatment. The proposed project wilf not
have any solid waste disposal needs or
generate any solid waste dispasal itself.
The proposed project would not cause a
measurable increase in wastewater flows
and will not exceed the future scheduled
capacity of any treatment plants by
generating flows greater than those

anticipated.

XVIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

. ENV-2007-4833-MND
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Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

. Impact?

a. |NOIMPACT

The proposed project will not substantially
dagrade environmental guality,
substantially reduce fish or wildlife
habitat, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to aliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered pant or
animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory.

b. |NOIMPACT

The proposad project will not have an
impact which is individually limited but
cumulatively cansiderable.

c. |NO IMPACT

The proposed project does not have
environmental effects which cause
substantial adverse effects on human
beings, sithar directly or indirecily.

ENV-2007-4833-MND
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
QOFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 385, CITY HALL
L OS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

LEAD CITY AGENCY COUNCIL DISTRICT

LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT 14

PROJECT TITLE CASE NO.
-JENV-2006-723MND  © CPC-2008-722-GPA-2C-ZAD

PROJECT LOCATICON
5331 E HUNTINGTON DR N AND 5310, 5312, 5318 E. ALMONT STREET

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT FROM LOW RESIDENTIAL TO LOW MEDIUM I} RESIDENTIAL ON THE PARCELS OF LAND

ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF EAST ALMONT STREET, BETWEEN STILLWELL AVENUE AND THE EDISON WALK ALLEYWAY
ADJACENT TO 5254 E. ALMONT STREET. A ZONE CHANGE FROM R1-1 TO RD1.5-1 ON THREE PARCELS OF LAND CON THE
S0QUTH SIDE OF E. ALMONT STREET: 5310, 5312, AND 5318 E. ALMONT STREET. THE CONSTRLUCTION OF 25 AFFORDABLE
MULTIFAMILY UNITS AND 41 PARKING SPACES ON FOUR PARCELS OF LAND: 5310, 5312, 5318 E. ALMONT STREET AND
5331 E. HUNTINGTON DRIVE NORTH (ZONED RD1.5-1 AND LOW MEDIUM il RESIDENTIAL). PROJECT SITE AREA IS .77
GROSS ACRES (34,000 SQUARE FEET). A ZONING ADMINISTRATOR DETERMINATION FOR FENCE HEIGHT RELIEF TO
PERMIT A B-FOOT HIGH WROUGHT IRON FENCE WITHIN THE FRONT YARD PROPERTY LINES OF THE ALMONT STREET
PARCELS INSTEAD OF THE 42-INCHES PERMITTED.

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY
EAST L A COMMUNITY CORPORATION
30 S. BOYLE AVENUE
‘78 ANGELES, CA 80033
INDING:
The City Planning Depariment of the City of Los Angeles has Proposed that a mitigated negative declaration be adopted for

this project because the mitigation measure(s) outlined on the attached page(s) will reduce any potentiai significant adverse
effects to a level of insignificance

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 2)

SEE ATTACHED SHEET{S) FOR ANY MITIGATION MEASURES IMPOSED.

Any written comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response of the Lead City
Agency. The project decision-make may adopt the mitigated negative declariation, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR.
Any changes made should be supported by substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made.

JHE INIT AL STUDY PR ARED FOR THIS PR T 1S AT A D, e
ITITLE | TELEPHONE NUMBER

PREPARING THIS FORM

NAME OF PERSON

EMLEEWAWITHARANA ,‘. (21?3_) 978-1202

|ADDRESS

200 N. SPRING STREET, 7th FLOOR
LOS ANGELES, CA. 90012




MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ENV-2006-723-MND

1 b2.

I b4,

lel,

a1,

VI aii.

Vib,

Aesthetics (Landscaping)
Environmentaj impacts to the character and aesthetics of the neighborhood may resuit from project implementation.
However, the potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure: )

) "All open areas not used for buildings, driveways, parking areas, recreational facilities or walks shall be attractively
landscaped and maintained in accordance with a landscape plan, including an automatic irrigation plan, prepared by
a licensed landscape architect to the salisfaction of the decision maker.

Aesthetics {Grafiiti)

Environmenta! impacts may result from project implementation due to graffiti and accumulation of rubbish and debris along
the wali(s) adjacent fo public rights-of-way. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the
following measures:

. Every buiiding, structure, or portion thereof, shall be maintained in a safe and sanitary condition and good repair, and
free from graffiti, debris, rubbish, garbage, trash, overgrown vegetation or other similar material, pursuant to
Municipal Code Section 91.8104.

. The exterior of ail buildings and fences shall be free from graffiti when such graffiti is visible from a public street or
alley, pursuant to Municipal Code Section 91 ,8104.15,

Aesthetics {Light} .
Environmental impacts to the adjacent residential properties may result due to excessive illumination on the project site.
However, the potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measture:

® Outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed with shielding, so that the light source cannot be seen from adjacent

residential properties, .
Air Pollution (Stationary)

Selsmic

Environmental impacts may resylt to the safety of future occupants due to the project’s location in an area of potential

sefsmic activity. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a leve) of insignificance by the following measure:

. The design and construction of the project shall conform to the Uniform Building Code seismic standards as
approved by the Departiment of Building and Safety. :

Erosion/Grading/Short-Term Construction Impacts

Environmental impacts may resuit from the visual alteration of natural landforms due to grading. However, this impact will

be mitigated to a leve] of insignificance by designing the grading plan to conform with theCity’s Landform Grading Manual

guidelines, subject to approval by the Advisory Agency and the Department of Buiiding and Safety's Grading Division.

° Short-term air quality, grading and noise impacts may result from the construction of the proposed proj'ect. However,
these impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures:

° Air Quality

. Ail unpaved demolition and construction areas shall be wetted at leasttwice daily during excavaticn and construction,
and temporary dust covers shall be used fo reduce dust emissions and meet SCAQMD District Rule 403, Wetting
could reduce fugitive dust by as much as 50 percent.

e The owner or contractor shall keep the construction area sufficiently dampened to control dust caused by grading
and hauling, and at all times provide reasonable control of dust caused by wind.

J All loads shall be secured by trimming, watering or other appropriate means to prevent spillage and dust.

® All materials transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amount
of dust,

. All clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during periods of high winds (i.e.,
greater than 15 mph), so as to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

e General contractors shall maintain and operate construction equipment so as to minimize exhaust emissions.

» Noise
° The project shall comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 and 161,574, and any
subsequent ordinances, which prohibit the emission or ereation of noise beyond certain levels at adiacent yses

Hriess technically infeasibie.

{CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)




MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATICON
ENV-2008-723-MND

Viil ct.

Construction and demolition shall be restncted to the hours of 7:00 am to 6:00 pm Monday through Friday, and 8:00
am fo 6:00 pm on Saiurday.

Construction and demolition activities shall be scheduled so as to avoid operating several pieces of equipment
simultanecusly, which causes high noise [evels.

The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the-art noise shielding and muffling

devices.
The project shalt comply with the Noise Insulation Standards of Tifle 24 of the California Code Regutations, which

insure an acceptable interior noise environment.

Grading

Chapter IX, Division 70 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code addresses grading, excavations, and fills. All grading
activities require grading permits from the Department of Building and Safety. Additional pravisions are required for
grading activities within Hillside areas. The appiication of BMPs includes but is not limited to the following mitigation
measures:

Excavation and grading aclivities shall be scheduled during dry weather periods. If grading occurs during the rainy
season (October 15 through April 1), diversion dikes shall be constructed to channel runoff around the site. Channels
shall be lined with grass or roughened pavement to reduce runoff velocity.

Appropriate erasion control and drainage devices shall be provided to the satisfaction of the Building and Safety
Department. These measures include interceptor terraces, berms, vee-channels, and inlet and outlet structures, as
specified by Section 91.7013 of the Building Code, including planting fast-growing anneal and perennial grasses in
areas where construction is not immeédiately planned.

Stockpiles and excavated soil shall be covered with secured tarps or plastic sheeting.

General Construction

All waste shall be disposed of properly. Use appropriately labeled recycling bins to recycle construction materials
including: solvents, water-based paints, vehicle fluids, broken asphalt and conereie; wood, and vegetation. Nan
recyclable materialsiwastes shall be taken to an appropriate fandfill. Toxic wastes shall be discarded at a licensed
reguiated disposal site.

! eaks, drips and spilis shall be cleaned up immediately to prevent contaminated soil on paved surfaces that can be
washed away into the storm drains,

Pavement shail not be hosed down at material spills. Dry cleanup methods shall be used whenever possible.
Dumpsters shall be covered and maintained. Place uncovered dumpsters under a roof or cover with tarps or plastic
sheeting.

Where truck traffic is frequent, gravel approaches shali be used to reduce soil compaction and limit the tracking of
sediment into streets.

All vehicle/equipment maintenance, repair, and washing shail be conducted away from storm drains. All major repairs
shall be conducted off-site. Drip pans or drop clothes shall be used to catch drips and spills.

Single Family/iMulti Family Hillside Dwelling

Environmental impacts may result from ercsion of sloped hillsides canying sediments into the stormwater drainage
channels. However, the potential impacts wilf be mitigated fo a level of insignificance by incorporating stormwater poliution
control measures. Ordinance No, 172,176 and Ordinance No. 173,494 specify Stormwater and Urban Runoff Poltution
Control which requires the application of Best Management Practices (BMPs). Chapter X, Division 70 of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code addressés grading, excavations, and fills. Applicants must meet the requirements of the Standard Urban
Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) approved by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, including the
following: (A copy of the SUSMP can be downloaded at: hitp:/Aww.swrch.ca.govirvgch4/).

Project applicants are required to implement stormwater BMPs to retain or treat the runoff from a storm event
producing 3/4 inch of rainfali in a 24 hour period. The design of structural BMPs shall be in accordance with the
Development Best Management Practices Handbook Part B Planning Activities. A signed certificate from a California
licensed civil engineer or licensed architect that the proposed BMPs meet this numerical threshold standard is
required.

Post development peak stormwater runoff discharge rates shalt not exceed the estimated pre-development rate for
developments where the increase peak stormwater discharge rate will result in increased potential for downstream
erosion.

Concentrate or cluster development on portions of a site while leaving the remaining land in & natural undisturbed

condition.

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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® Maximize trees and other vegetation at each site hy planting additional vegetation, clustering tree areas, anhd
promoting the use of native and/or drought foterant plants.
© -Cut and filt slopes in designated hillside areas shall be planted and irigated to prevent erosion, reduce run-off
-velocities and to provide long-term stabilizalion of soil. Piant materials include: grass, shrubs, vines, ground covers,

and frees.

conduits or channels from erosion by discharge velocities by installing a rock outlet protection. Rock outjet profection
is a physical devise composed of rock, grouted riprap, or concrete rubble placed at the outlet of a pipe. Instalt
sediment traps below the pipe outlet. inspect, repair, and maintain the outlet protection after each significant rain.

] All storm drain infets and catch basins within the project area must be stenciled with prohibitive fanguage (such as
NO BUMPING - DRAINS TO OCEAN) and/or graphical icons to discourage illegal dumping.
e Signs and prohibitive language and/or graphical cons, which prohibit illegal dumping, must be posted at public

access points along channels and creeks within the project area.
. Legibility of stencils and signs must be maintained.

system; or (2) protected by secondary containment structures such as berms, dikes, or curbs,

° The storage area must be paved and sufficiently impervious to contain leaks and spiils.

3 The storage area must have a roof or awning to minimize collection of stormwater within the secondary containment
area.

. The owner(s) of the property will prepare and execute a covenant and agreement (Planning Department General
form CP-6770) satisfactory to the Planning Department binding the owners to post construction maintenance on the
structurat BMPs in accordance with the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan and or per manufacturer's
instructions.

Xla13.  Severe Noise Levels { Residential Oniy)
Environmental impacts to future occupants may result from this project's implementation due to mobile noise, However,
these impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures:

e All exterior windows having a line of sight of E. Huntington Drive North shall be constructed with double-pane glass
and use exterior wail construction which provides a Sound Transmission Class of 50 or greater ag defined in UBC
No. 35-1, 1979 edition or any amendment thereto,

LUITER Public Services (Fire)

fire lanes, where required, shali be a minimum of 20 feet in width: all structures must be within 300 feet of an
approved fire hydrant, and entrances to any dwelling unit or guest room shall not be mare than 150 feet in distance
in harizontal trave from the edge of the roadway of an improved strest or approved fire lane.

b1,  Public Services (Pofice General)
Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the |ocatfon of the projectin an area having marginal
police services. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. The plans shall incorporate the design guidelines relative to security, semi-public and private spaces, which may
include but not be limited to access control to building, secured parking facilities, wall/fences with key systems,
well-illuminated public and semi-public space designed with a minimum of dead space to eliminate areas of
concealment. Please refer fo Design Out Crime Guidelines: Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design
published by the Los Angeles Police Department's Crime Prevention Section (located at Parker Center, 150 N. Los
Angeles Street, Room 818,108 23, {213)485-3134. These measures shalt be approved by the Police

Department prior to the issuance of buflding permits.

{CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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Public Services (Schools)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the location of the project in an area with insufficient

school capacity. However, the potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

e The applicant shall pay school fees to the Los Angeles Unified School District to offset the impact of additionaf
student enrolkment at schouls serving the project area.

Recreation (Increase Demand For Parks Or Recreational Facilities)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to insufficient parks and/or recreational facilities.

However, the potential impact will be mitigated by the following measure:

. Per Section 17. 12-A of the LA Municipal Code, the applicant shall pay the applicable Quimby fees for the
construction of condominiums, or Recreation and Park fees for consfruction of apartment buildings.

Utilities {(Solid Waste)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due fo the creation of additional solid waste. Howaver, this

potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

e Recycling bins shall be provided at appropriate locations to promote recycling of paper, metal, glass, and other
recyclable material. :

End

The conditions outlined in this proposed mitigated negative declaration which are not already required by law shall be

required as condition(s) of approval by the decision-making body except as noted on the face page of this document.

° Fherefore, it is concluded that no significant impacts are apparent which might result from this project's
implementation.

{CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)




CITY OF LOS ANGELES

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 385, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 50012

CALIFDRNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

INITIAL STUDY
and CHECKLIST
{CEQA Guidalines Section 156063) 7
LEAD CITY AGENCY: . : COUNCIL DISTRICT: DATE:
LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT CD 14 - JOSE HUIZAR 108/16/2006
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTQ/_!ENVT_
ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: RELATED CASES:;
ENV-2006-723-MND EPC-2006-722-GPA-ZC-ZAD
PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO.: E] Does have significant changes from previous actions.
' Does NOT have significant changes from previous actions.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
PROPOSED 25 LOW INCOME MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING UNITS,

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

A GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT FROM LOW RESIDENTIAL TO LOW MEDIUM i1 RESIDENTIAL ON THE PARCELS OF LAND
ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF EAST ALMONT STREET, BETWEEN STILLWELL AVENUE AND THE EDISON WALK ALLEYWAY
ADJACENT TO 5254 £ ALMONT STREET. A ZONE CHANGE FROM R1-1 TO RD1.5-1 ON THREE PARCELS OF LAND ON THE
SOUTH SIDE OF E. ALMONT STREET: 531 0, 5312, AND 5318 E. ALMONT STREET. THE CONSTRUCTION OF 25 AFFORDABLE
ULTIFAMILY UNITS AND 41 PARKING SPACES ON FOUR PARCELS OF LAND: 5310, 5312, 5318 E. ALMONT STREET AND
1 E. HUNTINGTON DRIVE NORTH (€ONED RD1.5-1 AND LOW MEDIUM jI RESIDENTIAL), PROJECT SITE AREA IS 77
088 ACRES (34,000 SQUARE FEET). A ZONING ADMINISTRATOR DETERMINATION FOR FENGE HEIGHT RELIEF TO
PERMIT A 6-FOOT HIGH WROUGHT IRON FENCE WITHIN THE FRONT YARD PROPERTY LINES OF THE ALMONT STREET
PARCELS INSTEAD OF THE 42-INCHES PERMITTED, '

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS:
THE PROJECT SITE IS LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF E. ALMONT STREET AND ON THE NORTH SIDE OF E.

HUNTINGTON DRIVE NORTH AND CONSISTS OF 4 VACANT LOTS, IN A VERY HIGH FIRE HAZARD SEVERITY ZONE AND AN
AREA SUBJECT TO HILLSIDE GRADING.

PROJECT LOCATION:
3331 £ HUNTINGTON DR N AND 5310, 5312, SSIBEMMONTSTREET e -
COMMUNITY PLAN AREA: I JAREA PLANNING COMMISSION [CERTIFIED NEIGHBORNGGD.
NORTHEAST L.OS ANGELES EAST LOS ANGELES COUNCIL:
STATUS: L A-32
I Prefiminary 1] Does Conform to
E]  Proposed Plan
.~ ADOPTED JUNE 15, ; Does NOT
v 1999 v Conform to Pian
XISTING ZONING: . MAX. DENSITY ZGNING:
11-1 and RD1.5-1 8
IENERAL PLAN LAND USE: MAX. DENSITY PLAN:
OW AND LOW MEDIUM Il RESIDENTIAL B B
PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY:
25 ]




Determination (To Be Completed By Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:
|| . Hind that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
.. DECLARATION wili be prepared.

W 1 find that aithough the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant effect in this case because revisions on the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
praponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| Iind the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

N REPORT is required.

] I1ind the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact” or "potentially significant unless mitigated"
impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on earlier
analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed,

{ find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially
significant effects {a} have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing

further is required.

4/7%{ %‘@ é 2 @ééNVIRONMENTAL SPECIALISTIl (213} 978-1202

Signature Title Phone

O

Evaluation Of Environmental Impacts: :

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the information
sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the
referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project
falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as
well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expese sensitive receptors fo pollutants based on a project-specific
screening analysis).

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well as
project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determined that 2 particular physical impact may oceur, then the checklist answers must indicate
whether the impact is potentially significant, less that significant with mitigation, or less than sighificant. "Potentially Significant
Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially

. Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

4. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incerporated" applies where the incorporaticn of a mitigation
measure has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant impact" to "Less Than Significant Impact” The lead agency must
describe the mitigation measures, and briefiy explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation
measures from Section XVI, "Earlier Analysis,” cross referenced).

5. Earlier analysis must be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately apalyzed in an earlier EIR, or negative declaration. Section 15063 (CH3KD). In this case, a brief discussion should
identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. [dentify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less Than Significant With Mitigation Measures incorporated,” describe the
mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent o which they address

site-specific conditions for the project.




6.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts {e.g.,
general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate,
include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated

Supporting Information Sources: A sources fist should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should be
cited in the discussion, .

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should normally
address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmentaf effects in whichever format is selected.
The explanation of each issue should identify: -

a. The significance criteria or threshiold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b.  The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact fo less than significance.




Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact that is a

"Potentially Significant impact” as indicated by the checkiist on the following pages.

v/ AESTHETICS
[l AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
+w" AIR QUALITY

i1 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS
v’ HYDROLOGY AND WATER

+" PUBLIC SERVICES
v RECREATION
1 TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

APPLICANT ADDRESS:

530 S. BOYLE AVENUE

LOS ANGELES, CA 90033 ]
TAGENCY REQUIRING CHECKLIST:
DEPARTMENT OF CITY PLANNING
PROPOSAL NAME {if Applicable):

EAST L A COMMUNITY CORPORATION

7. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES QUALITY w* UTILITIES
[l CULTURAL RESOURCES L] LAND USE AND PLANNING 1 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
v GEOLOGY AND SOILS ] MINERAL RESOURCES SIGNIFICANCE
v NOISE
7] POPULATION AND HOUSING
INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST (7o be completed by the Lead Gity Agency)
Background
PROPONENT NAME: PHONE NUMBER:

(323) 269-4214

DATE SUBMITTED:
01/30/2006
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. AESTHETICS

2. [HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFEECT O A SCENS VISTA?

b. {SUBSTANTIALLY DAMAGE SCENIC RESOURCES, INCLUDING, BUT NOT
LIMITED TO, TREES, ROCK OUTCROPPINGS, AND HISTORIC

NATURAL FEATURE WITHIN A CITY-DESIGNATED SCENIC HIGHWAY?

BUILDINGS, OR QTHER LOCALLY RECOGNIZED DESIRABLE AESTHETIC

v
v

c. {SUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE THE EXISTING VISUAL CHARACTER OR
QUALITY OF THE SITE AND ITS SURROUNDINGS? :

d. ICREATE A NEW SOURCE OF SUBSTANTIAL LIGHT OR GLARE WHICH

WOULD ADVERSELY AFFECT DAY OR NIGHTTIME VIEWS IN THE AREA?

NS

Il. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

a. {CONVERT PRIME FARMLAND, UNIQUE FARMLAND, OR FARMLAND OF
STATEWIDE IMPORTANCE, AS SHOWN ON THE MAPS PREPARED

OF THE CALIFORNIA RESOURCES AGENCY, TO NON-AGRICULTURAL
USE?

PURSUANT TO THE FARMLAND MAPPING AND MONITORING PROGRAM

> |CONFLICT THE EXISTING ZONING Fon AGRICULTURAL USE, OR'A
WILLIAMSON ACT CONTRACT? .

» {INVOLVE OTHER CHANGES IN THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT WHICH,
DUE TO THEIR LOCATION OR NATURE, COULD RESULT IN
CONVERSION OF FARMLAND, TO NON-AGRICULTURAL USE?

4 4

I. AR QUALITY

- JCONFLICT WITH OR OBSTRLICT IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SCAGMD
|OR CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PLAN?

OLATE ANY AIR QUALITY STANDARD OR CONTRIBUTE
BSTANTIALLY TO AN EXISTING OR PROJECTED AIR QUALITY
IOLATION?

ARSI

RESULT N A CUMULATIVELY CONSIDERABLE NET INCREASE OF ANY
CRITERIA POLLUTANT FOR WHICH THE AIR BASIN IS

NON-ATTAINMENT (OZONE, CARBON MONOXIDE, & PM 10) UNDER AN
APPLICABLE FEDERAL OR STATE AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARD?

<

EXPOSE SENSITIVE RECEPTORS TO SUBSTANTIAL POLLUTANT
CONCENTRATIONS?

CREATE OBJECTIONAELFE ODORS AFFECTING A SUBSTANTIAL
NUMBER OF PEOPLE?

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT, EITHER DIRECTLY OR
THROUGH HABITAT MODIFICATION, ON ANY SPECIES IDENTIFIED AS A
CANDIDATE, SENSITIVE, OR SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES IN LOCAL OR

EGIONAL PLANS, POLICIES, OR REGULATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME OR U.8. FISH AND WILDLIFE
SERVICE ?

HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON ANY RIPARIAN HABITAT
IR OTHER SENSITIVE NATURAL COMMUNITY IDENTIFIED IN THE CITY
IR REGIONAL PLANS, POLICIES, REGULATIONS BY THE CALIFGRNIA
JEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME OR U.8. FISH AND WILDLIFE
SERVICE 7

1AVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFE ECT ON FEDERALLY PROTECTED
VETLANDS AS DEFINED BY SECTION 404 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT
INCLUDING, BUT NOT LIMITED TO, MARSH VERNAL POOL, COASTAL,
TC.) THROUGH DIRECT REMOVAL, FILLING, HYDROLOGICAL
VTERRUPTION, OR OTHER MEANS?

VTERFERE SUBSTANTIALLY WITH THE MOVEMENT OF ANY NATIVE
ESIDENT OR MIGRATORY FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES OR WITH
STABLISHED NATIVE RESIDENT OR MIGRATORY WILDLIFE

tDORS, OR IMPEDE THE USE OF NATIVE WAL DLIFE NURSERY
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. JGONFLICT WITH ANY LOCAL POLICIES OR ORDINANCES PROTECTING W
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES, SUCH AS TREE PRESERVATION POLICY OR
ORDINANCE (E:G., QAK TREES OR CALIFORNIA WALNUT
WOODLANDS)?

f. {CONFLICT WITH THE PROVISIONS OF AN ADOPTED HABITAT
CONSERVATION PLAN, NATURAL COMMUNITY CONSERVATION PLAN,
OR OTHER APFROVED LOCAL, REGIONAL, OR STATE HABITAT
CONSERVATION PLAN?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES

a. {CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGE IN SIGNIFICANCE OF A
HISTORICAL RESOURCE AS DEFINED IN STATE CEQA “15064.57

b. [CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE GHANGE IN SIGNIFICANCE OF AN
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCE PURSUANT TO STATE CEQA “15064.57

¢. IDIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY DESTROY A UNIQUE PALEONTOLOGICAL
RESOURCE COR SITE OR UNIQUE GEOLOGIC FEATURE?

d. {DISTURB ANY HUMAN REMAINS, INCLUDING THOSE INTERRED
OQUTSIDE OF FORMAL CEMETERIES?

Vi, GEOLOGY AND SOILS
EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO POTENTIAL e
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING : v\nRUPTURE OF A KNOWN
EARTHQUAKE FAULT, AS DELINEATEP ON THE MOST RECENT
ALQUIST-PRIOLG EARTHQUAKE FAULT ZONING MAP ISSUED BY THE
STATE GECLOGIST FOR THE AREA OR BASED ON OTHER
SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE OF A KNOWN FAULT? REFER TO DIVISION OF.
MINES AND GEOLOGY SPECGIAL PUBLICATION 42.

b. {EXFOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO FOTENTIAL o
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING :\\nSTRONG SEISMIC GROUND
SHAKING?

c. {EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO POTENTIAL ) v
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING :\inSEISMIC-RFELATED GROUND
FAILURE, INC!UDING LIQUEFACTION?

d. |EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO POTENTIAL
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS, INCLUDING THE RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING :WnLANDSLIDES?

e. JRESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL SOiL EROSION OR THE LOSS OF TOPSOIL? v d

f. |BE LOCATED ON A GEOLOGIC UNIT OR SOIL THAT IS UNSTABLE, OR 7

THAT WOULD BECOME UNSTABLE AS A RESULT OF THE PROJECT,

AND POTENTIAL RESULT IN ON- OR OFF-SITE LANDSLIDE, LATERAL

SPREADING, SUBSIDENCE, LIQUEFACTION, OR COLLAPSE?

'g. {BE LOCATED ON EXPANSIVE SOIL, AS DEFINED IN TABLE 16-1-8 OF
THE UNIFORM BUILDING CODE (1994), CREATING SUBSTANTIAL RISKS

TO LIFE OR PROPERTY? _ 7

h. {HAVE SOILS INCAPABLE OF ADEQUATELY SUPPORTING THE USE OF " v

SEPTIC TANKS OR ALTERNATIVE WASTE WATER DISPOSAL SYSTEMS

WHERE SEWERS ARE NOT AVAILABLE FOR THE DISPOSAL OF WASTE

WATER? ,

Vil. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a. {CREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD TO THE PUBLIC OR THE o V'
ENVIRONMENT THROUGH THE ROUTINE TRANSPORT, USE, OR : '
DISPOSAL OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS?

b. {CREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD TO THE PUBLIC OR THE v
ENVIRONMENT THROUGH REASONABLY FORESEEABLE UPSET AND e :

ACGIDENT CONDITIONS INVOLVING THE RELEASE OF HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS INTO THE ENVIRONMENT?

N
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c. JEMIT HAZARDOUS EMISSIONS OR HANDLE HAZARDOUS OR ACUTELY
HAZARDQUS MATERIALS, SUBSTANCES, OR WASTE WITHIN
ONE-QUARTER MILE OF AN EXISTING OR PROPOSED SCHOOL?

d.{BE LOCATED ON A SITE WHICH IS INCLUDED ON A LIST OF
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SITES COMPILED PURSUANT TO
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 65962.5 AND, AS A RESULT, WOULD iT
CREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD 7O THE PUBLIC OR THE
ENVIRONMENT?

4

FOR A PROJECT LOCATED WITHIN AN AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN OR,
WHERE SUCH A PLAN HAS NOT BEEN ADOPTED, WITHIN TWO MILES
OF A PUBLIC AIRPORT OR PUBLIC USE AIRPORT, WOULD THE
PROJECT RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR PEOPLE RESIDING OR
WORKING IN THE PROJECT AREA?

&

b

f. {FOR A PROJECT WITHIN THE VICINITY OF A PRIVATE AIRSTRIF,
WOULR THE PRGJECT RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR THE
PEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN THE AREA?

<

9. [IMPAIR IMPLEMENTATION OF OR PHYSICALL Y INTERFERE WITH AR
ADOPTED EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN OR EMERGENCY
EVACUATION PLAN?

h. yEXPOSE PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO A SIGNIFICANT RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING WILDLAND FIRES, INCLUDING WHERE
WILDLANDS ARE ADJACENT TO URBANIZED AREAS OR WHERE
RESIDENCES ARE INTERMIXED WITH WILDLANDS?

ﬁ.‘

Vill. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -

s

a. {VIOLATE ANY WATER QUALITY STANDARDS OR WASTE DISCHARGE
REQUIREMENTS?

SUBSTANTIALLY DEPLETE GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES OR INTERFERE
WITH GROUNDWATER RECHARGE SUCH THAT THERE WOULD BE A
{NET DEFICIT IN AQUIFER VOLUME OR A LOWERING OF THE LOCAL
GROUNDWATER TABLE LEVEL (E.G., THE PRODUCTION RATE OF
PRE-EXISTING NEARBY WELLS WOULD DROP TO A LEVEL WHICH
WOULD NOT SUPPORT EXISTING LAND USES OR PLANNED LAND
USES FOR WHICH PERMITS HAVE BEEN GRANTED)?

4

SUBSTANTIALLY ALTER THE EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN OF THE
SITE OR AREA, INCLUDING THROUGH THE ALTERATION OF THE
COURSE OF A STREAM OR RIVER, IN A MANNER WHICH WOULD
REBULT IN SUBSTANTIAL EROSION OR SILTATION ON- OR OFF-SITE?

7

d. [SUBSTANTIALLY ALTER THE EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN OF THE
SITE OR AREA, INCLUDING THROUGH THE ALTERATION OF THE

CREATE OR CONTRIBUTE RUNOEF WATER WHICH WOULD EXCEED
THE CAPACITY OF EXISTING OR PLANNED STORMWATER DRAINAGE
SYSTEMS OR PROVIDE SUBSTANTIAL ADDITIONAL SOURCES OF
POLLUTED RUNOFF?

f. OTHERWISE SUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE WATER QUALITY?

I. {PLACE HOUSING WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOOD PLAIN AS MAPPED ON
{FEDERAL FLOOD HAZARD BOUNDARY OR FLOOD INSURANCE RATE
MAP OR OTHER FLODD HAZARD DELINEATION MaAP?

. JPLACE WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOSD PLAIN STRUCTURES WHICH WOULD
IMPEDE OR REDIRECT FLOOD FLOWS?

- {EXPOSE PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO A SIGNIFIGANT RISk OF LOSS,
|INQUIRY OR DEATH INVOLVING FLOODING, INCLUDING FLOODING AS
A RESULT OF THE FAILURE OF A LEVEE OR DAM?

NRVIRTY

|INUNDATION BY SEICHE, TSUNAM, SR MUBEL oW

v

F

I I A

: _‘ND_VUSEANQ_‘PLANNJNG_“ =
YSICALLY DIABE AN E8TABLTSHED COMMUNITY?
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b. JCONFLICT WITH APPLICABLE LAND USE PLAN, POLICY OR F
REGULATION OF AN AGENCY WITH JURISDICTION OVER THE
PROJECT (INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO THE GENERAL PLAN,
SPECIFIC PLAN, COASTAL PROGRAM, OR ZONING CRDINANCE)
ADOPTED FOR THE PURPOSE OF AVOIDING OR MITIGATING AN

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECT?

CONFLICT WITH ANY APPLICABLE HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN OR
NATURAL COMMUNITY CONSERVATION PLAN? :

X.MINERAL RESOURGES "

a. {RESULT IN THE LOSS OF AVAILABILITY OF A KNOWN MINERAL
RESQURCE THAT WOULD BE OF VALUE TO THE REGION AND THE
RESIDENTS OF THE STATE?

b. IRESULT IN THE LOSS OF AVAILABILITY OF A LOCALLY-IMPORTANT
MINERAL RESOURCE RECOVERY SITE DELINEATED ON A LOCAL
GENERAL PLAN, SPECIFIC PLAN, OR OTHER LAND USE PLAN?

Xl. NOISE

a. {EXPOSURE OF PERSONS TO OR GENERATION OF NOISE N LEVEL IN
EXCESS OF STANDARDS ESTABLISHED IN THE LOCAL GENERAL PLAN
OR NOISE ORDINANCE, OR AFPLICABLE STANDARDS OF OTHER .

AGENCIES?

EXPOSURE OF PEOPLE TO OR GENERATION OF EXCESSIVE
GROUNDBORNE VIBRATION OR GROUNDBORNE NOISE LEVELS?

A SUBSTANTIAL PERMANENT INCREASE IN AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS IN
THE PROJECT VICINITY ABOVE LEVELS EXISTING WITHOUT THE
PROJECT?

d. {A SUBSTANTIAL TEMPORARY OR PERIODIC INCREASE IN AMBIENT
NOISE LEVELS IN THE PROJECT VICINITY ABOVE LEVELS EXISTING
WITHOUT THE PROJECT?

FOR A PROJECT LOCATED WITHIN AN AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN OR,
WHERE SUCH A PLAN HAS NOT BEEN ADOPTED, WITHIN TWQ MILES
OF A PUBLIC AIRPORY OR PUBLIC USE AIRPORT, WOULD THE
PROJECT EXPOSE PEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN THE PROJECT
AREA TO EXCESSIVE NOISE LEVELS? .

f. {FOR A PROJECT WITHIN THE VICINITY OF A PRIVATE AIRSTRIP,
WOULD THE PROJECT EXPOSE PEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN
THE PROJECT AREA TO EXCESSIVE NOISE LEVELS?

Xil. POPULATION AND HOUSING

a. {INDUCE SUBSTANTIAL POPULATION GROWTH IN AN AREA EITHER
DIRECTLY (FOR EXAMPLE, BY PROPOSING NEW HOMES AND
BUSINESSES) OR INDIRECTLY (FOR EXAMPLE, THROUGH EXTENSION
OF ROADS OR QTHER INFRASTRUCTURE)?

DISPLACE SUBSTANTIAL NUMBERS OF EXISTING HOUSING
NECESSITATING THE CONSTRUCTION OF REPLACEMENT HOUSING
ELSEWHERE?

DISPLACE SUBSTANTIAL NUMBERS OF PEOPLE NECESSITATING THE
CONSTRUCTION OF REPLACEMENT HOUSING ELSEWHERE? -

Xill. PUBLIC SERVICES
a. }FIRE PROTECTION?

b. |POLICE PROTECTION?
£. 1SCHOOLS? T

d. [PARKS?

e, JOTHER GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES (INGLUDING ROADS)?
KIV. RECREATION T

C.

A\

c.

<

b,

€

Y




Potentially
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
unless
mitigation

j ncorporated

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

WOULD THE PROJECT INCREASE THE USE OF EXISTING

NEIGHBORHOOD AND
FACILITIES SUCH THAT SUBSTANTIAL PHYSICAL DETERIORATION OF

THE FACILITY WOULD OCCUR OR

REGIONAL PARKS OR OTHER RECREATIONAL
BE ACCELERATED?

v

——

b. |DOES THE PROJECT INCLUDE RECREATIONAL FACILITIES OR
REQUIRE THE CONSTRUGTION
FACILITIES WHICH MIGHT HAVE
THE ENVIRONMENT?

OR EXPANSION OF RECREATIONAL
AN ADVERSE PHYSICAL EFFECT ON

7

XV. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

a. JCAUSE AN INCREASE IN TRAFFIC WHICH IS SUBSTANTIAL IN

- [RELATION TO THE EXISTING TRAFFIC LOAD AND CAPACITY OF THE
STREET SYSTEM (LE., RESULT IN A [

EITHER THE NUMBER OF VEHIGLE TRIPS, THE VOLUME TO RATIO
GCAPACITY ON ROADS, OR CONGESTION AT INTERSECTIONS)?

SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE IN

b. JEXCEED, EITHER INDIVIDUALLY OR
SERVICE STANDARD ESTABLISHED 8Y THE COUNTY CONGESTION
MANAGEMENT AGENCY FOR DESIGNATED ROADS OR HIGHWAYS?

CUMULATIVELY ALEVEL OF

€. {RESULT IN A CHANGE IN AIR TRAFFIC PATTERNS, INCLUDING EITHER
AN INCREASE IN TRAFFIC LEVELS OR A CHANGE IN
RESULTS IN SUBSTANTIAL SAFETY RISKS? :

LOCATION THAT

d. {SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASE HAZARDS TO A DESIGN FEATURE (F.G.,
SHARP CURVES OR DANGEROUS
USES (£.G., FARM EQUIPMENT)?

INTERSECGTIONS) OR INCOMPATIBLE

e. { RESULT iN INADEQUATE EMERGENCY ACCESS?

f. |RESULT IN INADEQUATE PARKING CAPACITY?

CONFLICT WITH ADOPTED POLICIES, PLANS, OR PROGRAMS
SUPPORTING ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION (E.G., BUS TURNQUTS,

BICYCLE RACKS)?

MRV R EEY P

XVL UTILITIES

a. {EXCEED WASTEWATER TREATMENT REQUIREMENTS OF THE
APPLICABLE REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD?

b. {REQUIRE OR RESULT IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEWWATER OR
WASBTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITIES OR EXPANSI|ON OF EXISTING
FACILITIES, THE CONSTRUGTION OF WHIGH COULD CAUSE
SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS?

NS

REQUIRE GR RESULT IN THE
DRAINAGE FACILITIES OR EXPANSION OF EXISTING FACILITIES, THE
CONSTRUCTION OF WHICH

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS?

CONSTRUCTION OF NEW STORMWATER
COULD CAUSE SIGNIFICANT

1. [HAVE SUFFICIENT WATER SUPPLIES AVAILABLE TO SERVE THE
PROJECT FROM EXISTING ENTITLEMENTS AND RESOURCE, OR ARE
NEW OR EXPANDED ENTITLEMENTS NEEDED?

4

. {RESULT IN A DETERMINATION BY THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT

PROVIDER WHICH SERVES
ABEQUATE GAPACITY TO SERVE THE PROJECT=S PROJECTED
DEMAND IN ADDITION TO THE PROVIDER=S

OR MAY SERVE THE PROJECT THAT IT HAS

AN,

" 1BE SERVED BY A LANDFILL WITH SUFFICIENT PERMITTED CAPACITY
TO ACCOMMODATE THE PROJECT=S SOLID WASTE DISFOSAL
jNEEDS?

_{COMPLY WITH FEDERAL. STATE ANG TGaaD STATUTES AND
REGULATIONS RELATED TO

SOLID WASTE?

Vil. MANDATORY anme;_s OF SIGNIFICANCE




Potentially
significant
impact

| Potentiaily

significant
uniess
mitigation
incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

DOES THE PROJECT HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO DEGRADE THE
QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT, SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCE THE
HABITAT OF FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES, CAUSE A FISH OR WILDLIFE
POPULATION TC DROP BELOW SELF-SUSTAINING LEVELS, THREATEN
TO ELIMINATE A PLANT OR ANIMAL COMMUNITY, RERUCE THE
NUMBER OR RESTRICT THE RANGE OF A RARE OR ENDANGERED
PLANT OR ANIMAL OR ELIMINATE IMPORTANT EXAMPLES OF THE
MAJOR PERIODS OF CALIFORNIA HISTORY OR PREHISTORY?

g

DOES THE PROJECT HAVE IMPACTS WHICH ARE INDIVIDUALLY
LIMITED, BUT CUMULATIVELY CONSIDERABLE \n{@CUMULATIVELY
CONSIDERABLE@ MEANS THAT THE INCREMENTAL EFFECTS OF AN
INDIVIDUAL PROJECT ARE CONSIDERABLE WHEN VIEWED IN
CONNECTION WITH THE EFFECTS OF PAST PROJECTS, THE EFFECTS
OF OTHER CURRENT PROJECTS, AND THE EFFECTS OF PROBABLE
FUTURE PROJECTS).

N

DOES THE PROJECT HAVE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CAUSE
SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECTS ON HUMAN BEINGS, EITHER
DIRECTLY OR INDIRECTLY?




I DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION {Altach additional sheets if necessary)

The Environmental impact Assessment includes the use of official City of Los Angeles and other government source reference
materials related to various environmental impact categories (e.g., Hydrology, Air Quality, Biclogy, Cultural Resources, etc.). The State
of California, Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology - Seismic Hazard Maps and reports, are used to identify
potential future significant seismic events; including probable magnitudes, liquefaction, and landslide hazards. Based on applicant
information provided in the Master Land Use Application and Environmental Assessment Form, impact evaluations were based on
stated facts contained therein, inciuding but not limited to, reference materials indicated above, field investigation of the project site,
and any other reliable reference materials known at the fime.

Project specific Impacts were evaluated based on all retevant facts indicated in the Environmental Assessment Form and expressed
through the applicant's project description and supportive materials. Both the Initial Study Checklist and Checldist Explanations, in
conjunction with the City of Los Angeles's Adopted Thresholds Guide and CFQA Guideiines, were used to reach reasonable
conclusions on envirchmental impacts as mandated under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The project as identified in the project description may cause pofentially significant impacts on the environment without mitigation.
Therefore, this environmental analysis concludes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be issued tg avoid and mitigate all
potential adverse impacts on the environment by the imposition of mitigation measures and/or conditions contained and expressed in
this document; the environmenta! case file known as ENV-2006-723-MND and the associated case(s), CPC-2006-722-GPA-ZC-ZAD
. Finally, based on the fact that these impacts can be feasibly mitigated to less than significant, and based on the findings and
threshelds for Mandatory Findings of Significance as described in the California Environmental Quality Act, section 15065, the overal)
project impact(s) on the environment (after mitigation) will not;

» Substantially degrade environmental quality,
« Substantially reduce fish or wildlife habitat. )
» Cause a fish or wildlifa habitat to drop below self sustaining levels.
s Threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community.
* Reduce number, or restrict range of a rare, threatened, or endangered species.
« Eliminate imporiant examples of major periods of California history or prehistory,
» Achieve shor-term goals to the disadvantage of long-term goais.
. s Result in environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable.
* Result in environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings.
ADDITIONA[ INFORMATION:
All supporting documents and references are contained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the
EIR Unit, Room 763, City Hall.
For City info ion. addresses and phone numbers: visit the City's website at hitp:/Amwww.lacity.org ; City Planning - and Zoning
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.Jacity.org/ or EIR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763,
Seismic Hazard Maps - hitp://gmw, consry.ca.gov/shmp/
Engineering/Infrastructure/T opographic Maps/Parcel information - http://boemaps.eng.cila.ca.us/index01.htm of
Clty's main website under the heading "Navigate LA, ’

REPARED BY: TITLE: JTELEPHONE NO.: DATE:

SRIMAL HEWAWITHARANA JENVIRONMENTAL SPECIALIST il {213) 578-1202 08/18/2006




Mitigation
Impaci? Explanation Measures

APPENDIX A: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS EXPLANATION TABLE

I. AESTHETICS
a. |NO IMPACT
b. INO IMPACT .
t. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |GRAFFITIIS A CONTINUING Ib2,I b4
"IMITIGATION INCORPORATED. PROBLEM ON STRUCTURES IN THE
CITY AND AN AESTHETIC IMPACT
WOULD BE GREATED IF ANY
GRAFFITI WHICH APPEARS ON THE
SITE DURING ITS OPERATIONAL
PHASE IS NOT REMOVED,
d. {POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THERE WOULD BE NEW SOURCES f e
MITIGATION iINCORPORATED OF LIGHT OR GLARE ON THE SITE
DUE TO OUTDOOR AND SECURITY
LIGHTING AND THE OPERATIONAL
IMPAETS OF THE NEW RESIDENCES.
. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES '
a. [NO IMPACT
b. |NOIMPACT
. IND IMPACT
AIR QUALITY
NO IMPACT
NO IMPACT
. INO IMPACT
d. IPOTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS AIR QUALITY IMPACTS COULD Hi a1
MITIGATION INCORPORATED OCCUR TO NEW RESIDENTS OF THE
PROJECT UNLESS AIR FILTRATION
SYSTEMS ARE PROVIDED AS A PART
OF THE PROJECT'S AIR
CONDITIONING SYSTEM. SHORT
TERM AIR QUALITY IMPACTS COULD
AFFECT THE OCCUPANTS OF
NEARBY BUSINESSES AND
RESIDENCES DURING THE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROJECT.
MITIGATION MEASURES TO COMPLY
WITH SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AIR
QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT
REGULATIONS FOR PROJECT
GRADING ARE REQUIRED FOR THE
PROJECT WHICH WILL MITIGATE ANY
IMPACT TO NEARBY SENSITIVE
RECEPTORS DURING THE PROJECT
CONSTRUCTION PHASES.
NO IMPACT
. BIOLOGICAL RESOQURCES
O IMPACT i
TMPACT




Mitigation
Impact? Explanation Measures
c. |NO IMPACT
d. |NO IMPACT
e. |[NOIMPACT.
f.  [NO IMPACT.
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
a. |NO IMPACT
b. |NOIMPACT
¢ JNO IMPACT
d. |NOIMPACT
V1. GECLOGY AND SOILS
a. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE LOS ANGELES BASINIS A V1 aij
MITIGATION INCORPORATED SEISMICALLY ACTIVE AREA.
ALTHOUGH THE PROQJECT SITE IS
NOT IN AN ALQUIST-PRIOLO ZONE,
PROPERTY THROUGHOUT THE LOS3
ANGELES AREA IS SUBJECT TO
IMPACT FROM SEISMIC ACTIVITY.
b. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE LOS ANGELES BASINIS A VI ait
MITIGATION INCORPORATED SEISMICALLY ACTIVE AREA AND
PROPERTY THROUGHOUT THE LOS
ANGELES AREA IS SUBJECT TO
STRONG GROUND SHAKING FROM _
SEISMIC EVENTS. ) \
c. {NC IMPACT .
d. |NO IMPACT
e. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE PROPOSED PROJECT IS Vib
MITIGATION INCORPORATED LCCATED IN AN AREA SUBJECT TO
HILLSIDE GRADING. HOWEVER, LESS
THAN 500 CUBIC YARDS OF DIRT
WILL BE GRADED AND WILL REMAIN
ON SITE.
f. |NOIMPACT
g. {NOIMPACT
. INC IMPACT
VIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
a. |NOIMPACT
b. [NO IMPACT
c. |NOIMPACT
d. |[NO IMPACT
te, |[NOIMPACT
f. INOIMPACT
g. |NOIMPACT
h. INOIMPACT
VIil. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
a. |NOIMPACT
b. [NOIMPACT
t. TRNOIMPACT 1




lmpaci?

Explanation

Mitigation
ileasures

d. [NOIMPACT

MITIGATION INCORPORATED

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS

'(HAS BEEN INCLUDED TO REQUIRE

THE PROJECT MAY CREATE OR
CONTRIBUTE RUNOFF WATER
WHICH, WHILE NOT EXCEEDING THE
CAPACITY OF EXISTING OR PLANNED
STORMWATER DRAINAGE SYSTEMS,
WILL PROVIRDE AN ADDITIONAL,
SOURCE OF POLLUTED RUNOFF.
STORMWATER RUNOFF 1S A
CONCERN CITY-WIDE AND THE
PROJECT MAY HAVE AN IMPACT ON
STORMWATER RUNOFF. MITIGATION

THE PROJECT TO PARTICIPATE IN
THE CITY'S STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM AND TO
GRADE IN A MANNER TO PREVENT
STORMWATER RUNOFF.

Vil ¢

f. [NOIMPACT

g. |NOIMPACT

. [NO IMPACT

i. |NOIMPACT

. |NOIMPACT

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

c. [NO IMPACT

X. MINERAL RESOURCES

a. |NO IMPACT

b. [NOIMPACT

XI. NOISE

a. IPOTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THE RESIDENTS MAY EXPERIENCE
MOBILE NOISE FROM TRAFFIC ON E.
HUNTINGTON DRIVE NORTH.

Xla13

b. INO IMPACT

c. [LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THE PROJECT MAY GENERATE AN
INCREASE IN AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS
IN THE PROJECT VICINITY ABOVE
LEVELS EXISTING WITHOUT THE
PROJECT. HOWEVER, THE INCREASE
IN NOISE DUE TO PROJEGCT
IMPLEMENTATION WILL BE LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT.

L. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

o

' |SURROUNDING BUILDINGS DURING

ICONSTRUCTION SHOIH D BE

SHORT TERM NOISE IMPACTS WILL
QCCUR TO THE QCCUPANTS OF

THE CONSTRUCTION PHASES OF
THE PROJECT. THE MITIGATION
MEASURES FOR NOISE DURING

VIB - THE MITIGATION MEASURES
PROPOSED TO MITIGATE
CONSTRUCTION RELATED NOISE IN
VIB SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED.

IMPLEMENTED TO MINIMIZE SHORT




Mitigation
Explanation Meastres

Impact?

[TERM CONSTRUCGTION NOISE.

e. |NO IMPACT
. |[NOIMPACT.

Xll. POPULATION AND HOUSING
a. [NOIMPACT

b. |NOIMPACT

c. [NOIMPACT

Xl PUBLIC SERVICES

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE PROJECT IS LOCATED IN A VERY |XIH a
MITIGATION INCORPORATED HIGH FIRE HAZARD SEVERITY ZONE,

AND WILL INCREASE THE
REQUIREMENT FOR FIRE SERVICES
AND WILL BE REQUIRED TC COMPLY
WITH ALL THE REGULATIONS TO
MITIGATE FIRE HAZARD RELATED

RISKS.
b, |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |DUE TO THE CONTINUING OVERALL XIi b1
MITIGATION INCORPORATED SHORTAGE IN POLICE STAFFING,

THE PROJECT IS BEING REQUIRED
TO IMPLEMENT THE POLICE
DEPARTMENT'S REQUIREMENTS.

c. |POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS |THE PROJECT MAY RESULT IN AN X ¢1
MITIGATION INCORPORATED INCREASE IN THE POPULATION OF
GHILDREN AND COULD IMPACT THE
REQUIREMENT FOR SCHOOLS.
THEREFORE, IT IS REQUIRED TO PAY
SCHOOL. FEES WHICH WILL. PROVIDE
FUNDS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
NEW EDUCATIONAL
INFRASTRUCTURE. THIS WILL HELP
REDUCE OVERCROWDED
CLASSROOMS [N THE AREA.

d. JPOTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS {THE PROJEGT MAY INCREASE MITIGATION ME.ASURE XIVA WILL
MITIGATION INCORPORATED DEMAND FOR THE USE OF EXISTING |REDUCE REGREATIONAL IMPACTS
PARKS. FROM THE PROJECT.

e. |LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT THE PROJECT MAY HAVE A LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON

OTHER GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES
INCLUDING ROADS.

XiV. RECREATION

a. {POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS {THE PROJECT MAY HAVE A XV a
MITIGATION INCORPORATED SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON PARKS AND
OTHER RECREATIONAL FACILITIES

BY INCREASING DEMAND FOR THE
USE OF EXISTING PARKS AND
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES.

b. INOIMPACT

V. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION
a. |NO IMPACT

b. JNO IMPACT

c. JNOIMPACT




Impact?

Explanation

WMitigation
Measures

il

NO IMPACT

e. INOIMPACT

. |NOIMPACT -

g. [NOMPACT -

XVL UTILITIES

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

NO IMPACT

TIejege (o]

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THE PRGJECT COULD HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON THE GITY'S
SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL LAND FILL
CAPACITY. THE PROJECT, BECAUSE
IT CONSISTS OF APARTMENTS, MAY
NOT PARTICIPATE IN THE CITY'S
CURBSIDE RECYCLING PROGRAM.
MITITGATION MEASURES HAVE BEEN
INCLUDED TO REQUIRE THE
DEVELOPER TO INCLUDE A
RECYCLING PROGRAM IN THE
PROJECT'S TRASH PICKUP

XVIf

PROGRAM.
O IMPACT
ANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
NO IMPACT
NO IMPACT
NO IMPACT

e



CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION

De Minimis Impact Finding

PROJECT TITLE: {INCLUDING ITS COMMON NAME, IF ANY)

TRACT/PARCELMAP NO.

ZA NO.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

PRO.JECT ADDRESS:
APPLICANT NAME:
APPLICANT ADDRESS:

MND NO. ENV-2006-723-MND

A GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT FROM LOW RESIDENTIAL TG LOW MEDIUM H RESIDENTIAL ON
THE PARCELS OF LAND ON THE SCUTH SIDE OF EAST ALMONT STREET, BETWEEN STILILWELL
AVENUE AND THE EDISON WALK ALLEYWAY ADJACENT TO 5254 E. ALMONT STREET. A ZONE
CHANGE FROM R1-1 TO RD1.5-1 ON THREE PARCELS OF LAND ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF E.
ALMONT STREET: 5310, 5312, AND 5318 E. ALMONT STREET. THE CONSTRUCTION OF 25
AFFORDABLE MULTIFAMILY UNITS AND 41 PARKING SPACES ON FOUR PARCELS OF LAND:
5310, 5312, 5318 E. ALMONT STREET AND 5331 E. HUNTINGTON DRIVE NORTH {ZONED RD1.5-1
AND LOW MEDIUM II RESIDENTIAL). PROJECT SITE AREA IS .77 GROSS ACRES (34,000 SQUARE
FEET). A ZONING ADMINISTRATOR DETERMINATION FOR FENCE HEIGHT RELIEF TO PERMIT A
6-FOOT HIGH WROUGHT IRON FENCE WITHIN THE FRONT YARD PROPERTY LINES OF THE
ALMONT STREET PARCELS INSTEAD OF THE 42-INCHES PERMITTED.

5331 E HUNTINGTON DR N AND 5310, 8312, 5318 E. ALMONT STREET
EAST L A COMMUNITY CORPORATION

530 S. BOYLE AVENUE,
LOS ANGELES, CA 20033

FINDINGS OF EXEMPTIONS
Based on the Initial Study prepared by the City Planning Department and all evidence in the record, on it is determined that the
subject project, which is located in Los Angeles County, WILL NOT have an adverse impact In wildlife resources or their habitat
as defined by Fish and Game Code Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code, Because:

The Inilial Study prepared for the project identifies no, potential adverse impact on fish or wildlife resources as far
as earth, air, water, plant life, animal life, or risk of upset are concemned.
Measures are required as part of this approval which will mitigate the above mentioned impacts, to a level of

The project site, as well as the surrounding area (is presently) (was) developed with residential structures and does
not provide a natural habitat for either fish or wildiife.

|
\ 4 insignificance.
£l

CERTIFICATION

| hereby certify that the Los Angeles Planning Department has made the above findings of fact and that based upon the initial
study and hearing record the praject will not individually or cumulatively have an adverse effect on wildlife resources, as defined

in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

CHIEF PLANNING OFFICIAL: SIGNATURE

CHARLIE RAUSCH __ @ )7, AL

DATE OF PREPARATION: {PRINT NAME: ﬁ :
08/17/2006 ) ISRIMAL HEWAWITHARANA




COUNTY CLERK'S USE CITY OF LOS ANGELES CITY CLERK'S USE
OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
200 NORTH SPRING STREET, ROOM 360
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

® NOTICE OF EXEMPTION

(California Environmental Quality Act Section 15062}

Filing of this form is optional. If filed, the form shall be filed with the County Clerk, 12400 E. Imperial Highway, Norwalk, CA 90650,
pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21152 (b). Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21167 (d), the filing of this notice
starts a 35-day statute of limitations on court challenges to the approval of the project. Failure to file this notice with the County Clerk
results in the statute of limitations being extended to 180 days.

LEAD CITY AGENCY COUNCIL DISTRICT
City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning 8
PROJECT TITLE LOG REFERENCE

% Menlo Park ENV-2008-4609-CE

PROJECT LOCATION
% BO1W 70th Sireet, Los Angeles, CA 90044

DESCRIPTION OF NATURE, PURPOSE, AND BENEFICIARIES OF PROJECT:
% Acquisition, demolition and new construction of 49 affordable units to benefit low income families in the City of Los Angeles.

NAME OF PERSON OR AGENCY CARRYING OUT PROJECT, IF OTHER THAN LEAD CITY AGENCY:
%  Menlo Park, LLC

CONTACT PERSON AREA CODE [TELEPHONE NUMBER | EXT.
% John Castillo % (323) 254-3333

EXEMPT STATUS: (Check One)

STATE CEQA GUIDELINES CITY CEQA GUIDELINES
v MINISTERIAL Sec. 15268 Art. 11, Sec. 2b
. o DECLARED EMERGENCY Sec. 15269 Art. I, Sec. 2a (1)
o EMERGENCY PROJECT Sec. 15269 (b) & (c) Art. 1, Sec. 2a (2) & (3)
o CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION Sec. 15300 et seq. Art. I, Sec. 1
Class Category (City CEQA Guidelines)

o OTHER (See Public Resources Code Sec. 21080 (b) and set forth state and City guideline provision.

JUSTIFICATION FOR PROJECT EXEMPTION:
Proposed project does not involve any discretionary actions.

IF FILED BY APPLICANT, ATTACH CERTIFIED DOCUMENT ISSUED BY THE CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT STATING THAT
THE DEPARTMENT HAS FOUND THE PROJECT TO BE EXEMPT.

SIGNATU TITLE DATE
W T City Planning Associate / % 7/0 g

FE#" RECEIPT NO. REC'D. BY DATE
7 792° 277! O |

DISTRIBUTION: (1) County Clerk, {2) City Clerk, {3) Agency Record
Rev. 11-1-03 Rev. 1-31-06 Word

IF FILED BY THE APPLICANT:

[ )
% o
NAME (PRINTED)

. x ///»j/zad’

DATE /




& Poc

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
' OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
PROPOSED MlTIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

LEAD CITY AGENCY COUNCIL DISTRICT
LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT | s

PROJECT TITLE CASE NO.
ENV-2007-595-MND S s ~ |cPc-2007-1087-08B

PROJECT LOCATION
153 N . GLENDALE BOULEVARD; WESTLAKE

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
DENSITY BONUS TO REMOVE AN EXISTING TWO-LEVEL COMMERCIAL/OFFICE BUILDING AND CONSTRUCT A SIX-STORY,

76,148 SQUARE-FOOT (GROSS FLOOR AREA), 100% AFFORDABLE, MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING COMPLEX WITH 48-UNITS
{ONE, TWO AND THREE BEDROOMS) TARGETING LOW AND VERY LOW INCOME HOUSEHOLDS; PROJECT WILL ALSO
INCLUDE TWO, GROUND-FLOOR COMMUNITY ROOMS TOTALING 3,319 SQUARE-FEET FOR THE RESIDENTS AND A 970
SQUARE-FOOT COMMERCIAL OFFICE SPACE FOR NON-PROFIT, COMMUNITY-ORIENTED SERVICES: APPLICANT
REQUESTS TWO INCENTIVES UNDER SB1818: ONE ON-MENU INCENTIVE REQUEST TO INCREASE FLOOR AREA RATIO
FROM 1.5:1 TO 3:1 AND ONE OFF-MENU INCENTIVE REQUEST TO ALLOW RELIEF FROM THE 10-INCH WIDE SPACE
REQUIREMENT FOR PARKING STALLS THAT ARE LESS THAN 14-FEET FROM AN OBSTRUCTION AS DEFINED BY THE
MUNICIPAL CODE FOR SEVERAL LOCATIONS ON THE PARKING FLOOR LEVEL. THE SUBJECT SITE IS 23,126.7
SQUARE-FEET, IS WITHIN THE C2-0-1 ZONE, AND WILL INVOLVE HAULING APPROXIMATELY 18,000 CUBIC YARDS OF

EARTH' = R e ua - RPN = e Araciiacna s o

NAME AND ADDRESS OF APPLICANT IF OTHER THAN CITY AGENCY
iTSC COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION - ATTN: MARY APISAKKUL

1 E. THIRD STREET, SUITE G106
S ANGELES, CA 80013
FINDING:
The City Planning Department of the City of Los Angeles has Proposed that a mitigated negative declaration be adopted for
this project because the mitigation measure(s) outlined on the attached page(s) will reduce any potential significant adverse
effects to a level of insignificance

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 2)
SEE ATTACHED SHEET(S) FOR ANY MITIGATION MEASURES IMPOSED.

Any written comments received during the public review period are attached together with the response of the Lead City
Agency. The project decision-make may adopt the mitigated negative declanation, amend it, or require preparation of an EIR.
Any changes made should be supported by substantial evidence in the record and appropriate findings made.

. 7 ~ THE INITIAL STUDY PREPARED FORTHIS  PROJECT IS A ATTACHED _ ]
NAME OF PERSON PREPARING THIS FORM TETLE TELEPHONE NUMBER
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Aesthetics (Landscaping)

Environmental impacts to the character and aesthetics of the neighborhood may resuit from project implementation.

However, the potential impacts will be mitigated lo a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. All open areas not used for buildings, driveways, parking areas, recreational facilities or walks shall be attractively
landscaped and maintained in accordance with a landscape plan, including an automatic irrigation plan, prepared by
alicensed landscape architect to the satisfaction of the decision maker.

Aesthetics (Graffiti)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to graffiti and accumulation of rubbish and debris along
the wall(s} adjacent to public rights-of-way. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the
foltowing measures:

. Every building, structure, or portion thereof, shall be maintained in a safe and sanitary condition and good repair, and
free from graffiti, debris, rubbish, garbage, trash, overgrown vegetation or other similar material, pursuant to
Municipal Code Section 91.8104.

. The exterior of all buildings and fences shall be free from graffiti when such graffiti is visible from a public street or
alley, pursuant to Municipal Code Section 91, 8104.15.

Aesthetics {Signage)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to on-site signage in excess of that allowed under the
Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 91.6205. However, the potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by
the following measures:

. On-site signs shall be limited to the maximum allowable under the Code.

. Multiple temporary signs in the store windows and along the building wails are not permitted,

Aesthetics {Light)

Environmental impacts to the adjacent residential properties may result due to excessive illumination on the project site.

However, the potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. Outdoor lighting shall be designed and installed with shielding, so that the light source cannot be seen from adjacent
residential properties.

Air Pollution (Stationary)
Adverse impacts upon future occupants may result from the project impiementation due to existing ambient air pollution
levels in the project vicinity. However, this impact can be mitigated to a leve! of insignificance by the following measure:

. RESIDENTIAL - The applicant shall install air filters capable of achieving a Minimum Efficiency Rating Value (MERV)
of at least B or better in order to reduce the effects of diminished air quality on the occupants of the project.

. COMMERCIAL/AINSTITUTIONAL - The applicant shall install air filters capable of achieving a Minimum Efficiency
Rating Value (MERV) of at least 11 or better in order to reduce the effects of diminished air quality on the occupants
of the project.

Air Quality (Objectionable Odors)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the location of trash receptacles near adjacent

residences. However, these impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. The trash receptacle shall be relocated at least 50 feet from the property line of any adjacent residential property.

Tree Removal (Non-Protected Trees)

Environmental impacts from project implementation may result due to the lgss of significant trees on the site. However, the

potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures:

. Prior to the issuance of a grading permit or building permit, a plot plan prepared by a reputable tree expert, indicating
the iocation, size, type, and condition of all existing trees on the site shall be submitted for approval by the decision
maker and the Urban Forestry Division of the Bureau of Street Services. All trees in the public right-of-way shall be
provided per the current Urban Forestry Division standards.

. The plan shall contain measures recommended by the tree expert for the preservation of as many trees as possible.
Mitigation mieasures such as replacement by a minimum of 24-inch box trees in the parkway and on the site, on a
1:1 basis, shall be required for the unavoidable loss of desirable trees on the site, and to the satisfaction of the Urban
Forestry Division of the Bureau of Street Services and the decision maker.

. The genus or genera of the tree(s) shall provide a minimum crown of 30~ 50". Please refer to City of Los Angeles
L andscape Ordinance (Ord. No.170,978), Guidelines K - Vehicular Use Areas.

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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Note: Removal of all trees in the public right-of-way shall require approval of the Board of Public Works. Contact-
Urban Forestry Division at: 213-485-5675.

Environmental impacts may result io the safety of future occupants due to the project's location in an area of potentjal
seismic activity. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

L J

The design and construction of the project shall conform to the Uniform Building Code seismic standards as
approved by the Department of Building and Safety.

ErosionfGrading/Short-Term Construction Impacts

Environmental impacts may result from the visual alteration of natural landforms due to grading. However, this impact wilt
be mitigated to a level of insignificance by designing the grading plan to conform with theCity's Landform Grading Manual
guidelines, subject to approvat by the Advisory Agency and the Department of Building and Safety's Grading Division.

. Short-term air quality, grading and noise impacts may result from the construction of the proposed project. However,

these impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures:

Air Quality

All unpaved demolition and consiruction areas shall be wetted at leasttwice daily during excavation and construction,
and temporary dust covers shall be used to reduce dust emissions and meet SCAQMD District Rule 403. Wetting
could reduce fugitive dust by as much as 50 percent.

The owner or contractor shall keep the construction area sufficiently dampened to controf dust caused by grading
and hauling, and at all times provide reasonable control of dust caused by wind.

All loads shall be secured by trimming, watering or other appropriate means to prevent spillage and dust.

All materials transported off-site shall be either sufficiently watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amount
of dust.

All clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities shall be discontinued during periods of high winds (i.e.,
greater than 15 mph), so as to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

General contractors shall maintain and cperate construction equipment so as to minimize exhaust emissions.

Noise

The project shail comply with the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance No. 144,331 and 161,574, and any .
subsequent ordinances, which prohibit the emission or creation of noise beyond certain levels at adjacent uses
uniess technically infeasible.

Construction and demolition shall be restricted to the hours of 7:00 am to 6:00 pm Monday through Friday, and 8:00
am to 6:00 pm on Saturday.

Construction and demolition activities shali be scheduled so as to avoid operating several pieces of equipment
simultaneously, which causes high noise levels.

The project contractor shall use power construction equipment with state-of-the-art noise shielding and muffling
devices.

The project shall comply with the Noise Insulation Standards of Title 24 of the California Code Regulations, which
insure an acceptable interior noise environment.

Grading

Chapter IX, Division 70 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code addresses grading, excavations, and fills. All grading
activities require grading permits from the Department of Building and Safety Additional provisions are required for
grading activities within Hillside areas. The appiication of BMPs includes but is not limited to the following mitigation
measures:

Excavation and grading activities shall be scheduled during dry weather periods. If grading occurs during the rainy
season (October 15 through April 1}, diversion dikes shall be constructed to channel runoff around the site. Channels

shall be lined with grass or roughened pavement to reduce runoff velocity.

Appropriate eresion control and drainage devices shall be provided to the satisfaction of the Building and Safety
Department. These measures include interceptor terraces, berms, vee-channels, and inlet and outlet structures, as
specified by Section 81.7013 of the Building Code, including planting fast-growing annual and perennial grasses in
areas where consiruction is not immediately planned.

Stockpiles and excavated soil shall be covered with secured tamps or plastic sheeting.

General Construction ,
Sediment carries with it other work-site pollutants such as pesticides, cleaning solvents, cement wash, asphalt, an
car fluids that are toxic to sea life.

{CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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All waste shall be disposed of properly. Use appropriately labeled recycling bins to recycle construction materials
inckiding: solvents, water-based paints, vehicle fluids, broken asphalt and concrete; wood and vegetation. Non
recyclable materials/wastes shall be taken to an appropriate landfill. Toxic wastes shall be discarded at a licensed
regulated disposal site.

Leaks, drips and spills shall be cleaned up immediately to prevent contaminated soil on paved surfaces that can be
washed away into the storm drains.

Pavement shall not be hosed down at material spills. Dry cleanup methods shall be used whenever possible.
Dumpsters shall be covered and maintained, Place uncovered dumpsters under a roof or caver with tarps or plastic
sheeting.

Where truck traffic is frequent, gravel approaches shall be used to reduce soil compaction and limit the tracking of
sediment into streets,

All vehicle/equipment maintenance, repair, and washing shall be conducted away from storm drains. All major repairs
shall be conducted off-site. Drip pans or drop clothes shall be used to catch drips and spills.

Hillside Mitigation Measures
Environmental impacts may result from the project’s hauling operations and shall be reduced to a less than significant level
by the implementation of the following mitigation measures:

The applicant shall obtain a haul route approvai from the Board of Building & Safety Commissioners for export/import
in excess of 1,000 cubic yards.

All haul route hours shall be limited to off-peak hours as determined by Board of Building & Safety Commissioners.
The applicant shall provide a staked signage at the site with a minimum of 3-inch lettering containing contact
information for the Senior Street Use Inspector (Department of Public Works), the Senior Grading Inspector (LADBS)
and the hauling or general contractor.

The developer shall install appropriate traffic signs around the site to ensure pedestrian and vehicle safety.

LADBS shall stagger haul trucks based upon a specific area's capacity, as determined by LADQT, and the arnount of
soil proposed to be hauled to minimize cumulative traffic and congestion impacts.

The City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADCT]) shall recommend to the Building & Safety
Commission Office the appropriate size of trucks allowed for hauling, best route of travel, the appropriate number
flag people.

Trucks having no current hauling activity shall not idle but be turned off.

The applicant shall be limited to no more than two trucks at any given time within the site's staging area.

Na parking shall be permitted on street during Red Flag Days in compliance with the "Los Angeles Fire Department
Red Flag No Parking" program. _

In order to preserve adequate access for emergency vehicles, all construction material shall be stored on-site and
not on the street during hauling operations.

The applicant shall provide a soils and/or geotechnical report to LADBS (reports needed to be determined by
LADBS) for review and approval that shall include measures to mitigate impacts reiated to grading.

Fences shall be constructed around the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions and attractive
nuisances.

LADBS shall assign specific haul route hours of operation based upon Belmont Senior High Schoo!l hours of
operation.

Hazardous Substances
Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the use, storage, and creation of hazardous
materials. However, these impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

Prior to the issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy, the applicant shall submit a letter from the appropriate agency
venifying that remediation of the subject site's soil contamination and oil tank abandonment are completed a level

accepiable for the proposed use.

Explosion/Release (Methane Gas)
Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to its focation in an area of potential methane gas zone.
However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measures:

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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. Al commercial, industrial, and institutional buildings shall be provided with an approved Methane Control System,
which shall include these minimum requirements; a vent system and gas-detection system which shali be instalie.
the basements or the lowest floor level on grade, and within underfloor space of buildings with raised foundations®
The gas-delection system shall be designed to automatically aclivate the vent system when an action level equal to
25% of the Lower Explosive Limit (LEL) methane concentration is detected within those areas.

. All commercial, industrial, institutional and multiple residential buildings covering over 50,000 square feet of lot area
orwith more than one level of basement shall be independently analyzed by a qualified engineer, as defined in
Section 91.7102 of the Municipal Code, hired by the building owner. The engineer shall investigate and recommend
mitigation measures which wili prevent or retard potential methane gas seepage into the building. in addition to the
other items listed in this section, the owner shall implement the engineer's design recommendations subject to
Department of Building and Safety and Fire Department approval. ‘

) Al multiple residential buildings shall have adequate ventitation as defined in Section 91.7102 of the Municipal Code

- of a gas-detection system installed in the basement or on the lowest floor level on grade, and within the underfloor

. space in buildings with raised foundations.

. All single-family dwellings with basements shall have a gas detection system which is periodically calibrated and
maintained in proper operating condition in accordance with manufacturer's installation and maintenance

specifications.

Explosion/Release {Asbestos Containing Materials)

Due to the age of the building(s} being demolished, asbestos-containing materials (ACM) may be located in the

structure(s). Exposure to ACM during demolition could be hazardous to the heatth of the demolition workers as welt as area

residents and employees. However, these impacts can be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. Prior to the issuance of any demolition permit, the applicant shall provide a letter to the Department of Building and
Safety from a qualified asbestos abatement consultant that no ACM are present in the building. If ACM are found to
be present, it will need to be abated in compliance with the South Coast Air Quality Management District's Rule 1403
as well as all other State and Federal rules and regulations.

Listed Sites (Removal of Underground Storage Tanks)

Environmental impacts may result from the potential soit andfor groundwater contamination from the axisting undergrou'

storage tanks (USTs) used by the gas station to store petroleum. However, the potential impacts will be mitigated to a I

of insignificance by the following measures:

. USTs shall be decommissioned or removed as determined by the Los Angeles City Fire Department Underground
Storage Tank Division. If any contamination is found, further remediation measures shalt be developed with the
assistance of the Los Angeles City Fire Department and other appropriate State agencies.

. Prior to issuance of a building permit, a letter certifying that remediation is complete from the appropriate agency
(Department of Toxic Substance Control or the Regional Water Quality Control Board) shall be submitted to the
decision maker,

Single Family Dwelling {10+ Home Subdivision/Multi Family)

Environmental impacts may result from the development of this project. However, the potential impacts wili be mitigated to

a level of insignificance by incorporating stormwater pollution control measures. Ordinance No. 172,176 and Ordinance No.

173,494 specify Stormwater and Urban Runoff Poilution Control which requires the application of Best Management

Practices (BMPs). Chapter IX, Division 70 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code addresses grading, excavations, and fills.

Applicants must meet the requirements of the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) approved by Los
Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, including the following: (A copy of the SUSMP can be downloaded at:
http:/fwww swrch.ca.govirwgch4/).
Project applicants are required to implement stormwater BMPs to treat and infiltrate the runoff from a storm event
producing 3/4 inch of rainfall in a 24 hour period. The design of structural BMPs shall be in accordance with the
Development Best Management Practices Handbook Part B Planning Activities. A signed certificate from a California
licensed civil engineer or licensed architect that the proposed BMPs meet this numerical threshold standard s

J required.

) Post development peak stormwater runoff discharge rates shall not exceed the estimated pre-development rate for
developments where the increase peak stormwater discharge rate will result in increased potential for downstream

erosion.

. Concentrate or cluster development on portions of a site while leaving the remaining land in a natural undisturbe
condition.

. Limit clearing and grading of native vegetation at the project site to the minimum needed to build lots, allow access,

and provide fire protection.

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)
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Maximize trees and other vegetation at each site by planting additional vegetation, clustering tree areas, and
promoting the use of native and/or drought tolerant plants.

Preserve riparian areas and wetlands.

Any connection to the sanitary sewer must have authorization from the Bureau of Sanitation.

Reduce impervious surface area by using permeable pavement materials where appropriate, including: pervious
concrete/asphalt; unit pavers, i.e. turf block; and granular materials, i e. crushed aggregates, cobbles.

Install Roof runoff systems where site is suitable for instaliation. Runoff from rooftops is relatively clean, can provide

groundwater recharge and reduce excess runoff into storm drains.

Guest parking lots constitute a significant portion of the impervious land coverage. To reduce the quantity of runcff,
parking lots can be designed one of two ways.

Hybrid Lot - parking stalls utilize permeable materials, such as crushed aggregate, aisles are constructed of
conventional materials such as asphait.

Parking Grove - is a varfation on the permeable stall design, a grid of trees and bollards are added to delineate

‘parking stalls. This design presents an attractive open space when cars are absent, and shade when cars are

present.

Promote natural vegetation by using parking lot islands and other landscaped areas.

Paint messages that prohibits the dumping of improper materials into the storm drain system adjacent to storm drain
iniets. Prefabricated stencils can be obtained from the Dept. of Public Works, Stormwater Management Division.
Promote natural vegetation by using parking islands and other landscaped areas.

All storm drain inlets and catch basins within the project area must be stenciled with prohibitive language (such as
NO DUMPING - DRAINS TO OCEAN) and/or graphical icons to discourage illegal dumping.

Signs and prohibitive language and/or graphical icons, which prohibit illegal dumping, must be posted at public
access points along channels and creeks within the project area.

Legibility of stencils and signs must be maintained.

Materials with the potential to contaminate stormwater must be: (1) placed in an enclosure such as, but not limited
to, acabinet, shed, or similar stormwater conveyance system; or (2) protected by secondary containment structures
such as berms, dikes, or curbs.

The storage area must be paved and sufficiently impervious fo contain leaks and spills.

The storage area must have a roof or awning to minimize collection of stormwater within the secondary corntainment
area.

Design an efficient imigation system to minimize runoff mncluding: drip irrigation for shrubs to limit excessive spray;
shutoff devices to prevent irrigation after significant precipitation; and flow reducers.

Runoff from hillside areas can be collected in a vegetative swale, wet pond, or extended detention basin, before it
reaches the storm drain system.

Cut and fill sioped in designated hillside areas shall be planted and irrigated to prevent erosion, reduce run-off
velocities and to provide long- term stabilization of soil. Plant materials include: grass, shrubs, vines, ground covers,
and trees.

Incorporate appropriate erosion control and drainage devices, such as interceptor terraces, berms, vee-channels,
and inlet and outlet structures, as specified by Section 91.7013 of the Building Code. Protect outlets of culverts,
conduits or channels from erosion by discharge velocities by installing a rock outlet protection. Rock outlet protection
is a physical devise composed of rock, grouted riprap, of concrete rubble placed at the outlet of a pipe. Instali
sediment traps below the pipe-outlet. Inspect, repair and maintain the outlet protection after each significant rain.
The owner(s) of the property will prepare and execute a covenant and agreement (Planning Depantment General
form CP-6770) satisfactory to the Planning Department binding the owners to post construction maintenance on the
structural BMPs in accordance with the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan and or per manufacturer's
instructions.

Hillside Residential Subdivision:

In addition to the following provisions, applicant must meet the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP)
approved by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board. including the following: (A copy of the SUSMP can
be downloaded at: http //www swrcb.ca govirwqcb4/).
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producing 3/4 inch of rainfall in a 24 hour period. The design of structural BMPs shal! be in accordance with the
Development Best Management Practices Handbook Part B Planning Activities. A signed certificate from a Califo
licensed civil engineer or licensed architect that the proposed BMPs meet this numerical threshold standard is
required.

Post development peak stormwater runoff discharge rates shall not exceed the estimated pre-development rate for
developments where the increase peak stormwater discharge rate will result in increased potential for downstream
erosion.

Protect slopes and channels and reduce run-off velocities by complying with Chapter IX, Division 70 of the Los
Angeles Municipal Code and utilizing vegetation (grass, shrubs, vines, ground covers, and trees) to provide
long-term stabilization of soil.

Protect outlets of cuiverts, conduits or channeis from erosion by discharge velocities by installing a rock outlet

Project applicants are required to implement stormwater BMPs to treat and infilirate the runoff from a storm e\.renil

- protection. Rock outlet protection is a physical device composed of rock, grouted riprap, or concrete rubble placed at

the outlet of a pipe. A sediment trap below the pipe outlet is recommended if runoff is sediment laden. Inspect, repair,
and maintain the outlet protection after each significant rain.

All storm drain inlets and catch basins within the project area must be stenciled with prohibitive language (such as
NO DUMPING - DRAINS TO OCEAN) and/or graphical icons to discourage iliegal dumping.

Signs and prohibitive language and/or graphical icons, which prohibit ilegal dumping, must be posted at public
access points along channels and creeks within the project area.

Legibility of stencils and signs must be maintained.

Materials with the potential to contaminate stormwater must be; (1) placed in an enclosure such as, but not limited
to, a cabinet, shed, or similar stormwater conveyance system; or (2) protected by secondary containment structures
such as berms, dikes, or curbs.

The storage area must be paved and sufficiently impervious to contain feaks and spills.

The storage area must have a roof or awning to minimize collection of stormwater within the secondary containment

area.
The owner(s) of the property will prepare and execute a covenant and agreement (Planning Department Genera?
form CP-6770) satisfactory to the Planning Department binding the owners to post construction maintenance on t
structural BMPs in accordance with the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan and or per manufacturer's

instructions.

Parking Lots with 25 or More Spaces or 5,000 Square-feet of Lot Area (Residential, Commercial, Industrial,
PublicFacility}

Environmental impacts may result from delivery vehicles and customer and employee vehicles transferring contaminants
(gasoline, oil, grease, sediments) to the parking lot and release toxins into the stormwater drainage channels. However, the
potential impacts will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by incorporating stormwater pollution control measures.
Ordinance No. 172,176 and Ordinance No. 173,494 specify Stormwater and Urban Runoff Pollution Control which requires
the application of Best Management Practices (BMPs). Chapter IX, Division 70 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code
addresses grading, excavations, and fills. Applicants must meet the requirements of the Standard Urban Stormwater
Mitigation Plan (SUSMP} approved by Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board, including the following: (A copy
of the SUSMP can be downlogded at: http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/rwqcb4y).

Project applicants are required to implement stormwater BMPs to treat and infiltrate the runoff from a storm event
producing 3/4 inch of rainfall in a 24 hour period. The design of structural BMPs shall be in accordance with the
Development Best Management Practices Handbook Part B Planning Activities. A signed certificate from a California
licensed civil engineer or licensed architect that the proposed BMPs meet this numerical threshold standard is
required.

Post development peak stormwater runoff discharge rates shall not exceed the estimated pre-development rate for
developments where the increase peak stormwater discharge rate will result in increased potential for downstream
erosion.

Concentrate or cluster development on portions of a site whiie leaving the remaining iand in a natural undisturbed
condition.

Limit clearing and grading of native vegelation at the project site to the minimum needed to build lots, allow access
and provide fire protection. .
Maximize trees and other vegetation at each site by planning additional vegetation, clustering tree areas, and
promoting the use of native and/or drought tolerant plants.

Promote natural vegetation by using parking lot islands and other landscaped areas.
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. Preserve riparian areas and wetlands.

. Cut and fill slopes in designated hillside areas shall be planted and irrigated to prevent erosion, reduce run-off
velocities and to provide long-term stabilization of soil. Plant materials include: grass, shrubs, vines, ground covers,
and trees.

. Incorporate appropriate erosion control and drainage devices, such as interceptor terraces, berms, vee-channets,
and inlet and outlet structures, as specified by Section 91.7013 of the Building Code. Protect outlets of culverts,
conduits or channels from erosion by discharge velocities by installing a rock outiet protection. Rock outlet protection
is a physical devise composed of rock, grouted riprap, or concrete rubble placed at the outlet of a pipe. Install
sediment traps below the pipe-outlet. Inspect, repair, and maintain the outlet protection after each significant rain.

» All storm drain inlets and catch basins within the project area must be stenciled with prohibitive language (such as:
NO DUMPING - DRAINS TO OCEAN) andfor graphical icons to discourage illegal dumping.

. Signs and prohibitive language and/or graphical icons, which prohibit illegal dumping, must be posted at public
access points along channels and creeks within the project area.

* - Legibility of stencils and signs must be maintained.

. Materials with the potential {o contaminate stormwater must be: (1) placedin an enclosure such as, but not timited to,
a cabinet, shed, or similar structure that prevents contact with runoff or spillage to the stormwater conveyance
system; or (2) protected by secondary containment structures such as berms, dikes, or curbs.

. The storage area must be paved and sufficiently impervious to contain leaks and spills.

. The storage area must have a roof or awning to minimize collection of stormwater within the secondary containment

area.
. Trash container areas must have drainage from adjoining roofs and pavement diverted around the area(s).

. Trash container areas must be screened or walled to prevent off-site transport of trash.

. Reduce impervious land coverage of parking lot areas. :

. Infiltrate runoff before it reaches the storm drain system.

. Runoff must be treated prior to release into the storm drain. Three types of treatments are available, (1) dynamic
flow separator; (2) a filtration or (3) infiltration. Dynamic flow separator uses hydrodynamic force to remove debris,
and oil and grease, and are located underground. Filtration involves catch basins with filter inserts. Filter inserts must
be inspected every six months and after major storms, cleaned at least twice a year. Infiltration methods are typically
constiucted on-site and are determined by various factors such as soil types and groundwater table.

. Any connection to the sanitary sewer must have authorization from the Bureau of Sanitation.

. The owner(s) of the property will prepare and execute a covenant and agreement (Planning Department General
form CP-6770) satisfactory to the Planning Department binding the owners to post construction maintenance on the
structural BMPs in accordance with the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan and or per manufacturer's
instructions.

- Prescriptive Methods detailing BMPs specific to this project category are available. Applicants are encouraged to
incorporate the prescriptive methods into the design plans. These Prescriptive Methods can be obtained at the
Public Counter or downloaded from the City's website at: www.lastormwater.org. (See Exhibit D).

Public Services (Fire)

Environmentat impacts may result from project implementation due to the location of the project in an area having marginal

fire protection facilities. However, this potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. The following recommendations of the Fire Department relative to fire safety shall be incorporated into the building
plans, which includes the submittal of a plot plan for approval by the Fire Department either prior to the recordation of
a final map or the approval of a building permit. The plot plan shall include the foilowing minimum design features:
fire lanes, where required, shall be a minimum of 20 feet in width; all structures must be within 300 feet of an
approved fire hydrant, and entrances to any dwelling unit or guest room shall not be more than 150 feet in distance
in horizontal travel from the edge of the roadway of an improved street or approved fire lane.

Public Services (Schools)

Environmental impacts may resuit from project implementation due to the location of the project in an area with insufficient

school capacity. However, the potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:

. The applicant shall pay school fees fo the Los Angeles Unified School District to offset the impact of additional
student enrollment at schools serving the project area.

Public Services (Schocis)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the close proximity of the project to a school.

However, the potential impact will be mitigated to a level of msignificance by the following measures:
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EXHIBIT D

CITY OF LOS ANGELES - STORMWATER PROGRAM .

Prescriptive Method
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan

PARKING LOTS

OBJECTIVE

The prescriptive method described in this bulletin meets the minimum requirements of the Standard Urban Stormwater

Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) for a parking lot > 5,000 square feet (sf) but not more than 20,000 sf,

or > 25 parking spaces but

not more than 50 parking spaces. As a prescriptive method, ail requirements specified herein shall be incorporated into
the development plan. Should an altemate method of compliance or an alternate product/manufacturer be used, the
applicant shall prepare a site-specific plan indicating the alternate and its details. Such pian must be submitted for review

and approval.

REQUIREMENTS

Site Dralnage

The site drainage alternatives for a parking lot development can include one, or a combination of, the following: an
infiltration trench; a hydrodynamic system, or a catch basin (CB) with filter insert. The infiltration trench or CB with filter
insert, if selected, shall be used for every 5,000 sf area. The hydrodynamic system shall be used for lot areas up to
20,000 sf. The site shall be graded to drain to the drainage system.

Hydredynamic system can be one of the following:

> StormCeptor® 450/ (StormCeptor® Corp., Web Site: hitp://www._csrstormceptor.com)

> Vortechnics™ 1000 (Vortechnics, Inc., Web Site: http./'www.vortechnics.com)

» Jensen® Interceptor JPHV-750 (Jensen® Precast, Web Site: hitp.//www jensenprecast.com) _ .
> V2B1™v2-3 {Environment 21, Web Page: http:/iwww.env21 .Com)

Infiltration trench

> Infitration trench must not be used if either one of the following site conditions exist:

- Piojectis located in the San Fernando Valley/Upper Los Angeles River Area watershed

- Groundwater table/depth beneath the site is less than 10 fest below ground surface.

- Site soil lithology consists primarily of clay _
Parking lot is located in industrial areas or areas of industrial activity as defined in the State of California
NPDES General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater Associated with Industrial Activities.

- Parking lot is located in an area immediately adjacent to, or if the project receives and/or has a potential to
receive stormwater run on from areas subject to high vehicular traffic activity (25,000 or greater average daily
traffic [ADT] on main roadway or 15,000 or more ADT on any intersecting roadway)

- Project is located in hillside area (area with known erosive soil conditions, where the development
contemplates grading on any natural slope that is twenty five percent or greater)

» The following factors must be considered if infiltration trench is selected: :

- Local site geology/soil characterization — The developer shall demonstrate that the site soil geology is
appropriate for infiltration. '

- Location(s} of nearby or surrounding water supply wells ~ The developer shall demonstrate that risk of impact
on nearby water supply wells due to infiitration, is not likely to occur.

- Groundwater depth.

- - Drainage site location.

- Potential pollutants arising from use of the lot.

> A soil report to address the feasibility of infiltration will be required to be submitted with the plan to LADBS for
review and approval,

> The infitration trench configuration shail follow the specifications indicated in Figures 1 through 4. The primary
components shall consist of the following:

- Trench shall be 5'4” wide by 4'6" deep and 15’ in length .
Bottom infiltration layer shall be 18" thick & consist of fine sand

City of Los Angeics — Watershed Protection Division Navalnnman )
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- Yop infiltration layer shall be 3' thick & consist of % inch clean and washed gravel free of organic materiaj,

The gravel shall be placed in lifts and compacted per ASTM D-1557.
. - Geotextile fabric filter liner

- Shall contain a vegetated buffer 10’ wide at inflow side and cable concrete mat as shown in Figures 1 and 5.

- Twainch diameter observation well (cap secured with lock) located at center of trench
- Overflow inlet
- Inflow curb openings for sheet flow to the trench

Figure 5 shows an example infiltration trench

« Single grating CB with filter insert. CB shall be in accordance with the City of Los Angeles Standard Plan 5-355-0 with
depth modified to accommodate drainage elevations. Minimum depth of CB insert shall be 24 inches. Figure 6 shows

an example CB insert. CB filter insert can be either of the following:

> Aqua-Guard™ (AquaShield/Remedial Solutions, Inc., Web Sile: http://www.aquashieldinc.com)

» Ultra-Urban™ Filter Series Dt2020 (Abtech Industries, Inc., Web Site: http:!/www.abtechindustries.com)
> DrainPac™ (United Storm Water, inc., Web Site: hltp:lfwww.unitedstormwater.com)

»  Enviro-Drain® (Enviro-Drain®, inc., Web Site: hltp:l/ww.members.aa.net/-ﬁlters)

» Proofs of ongoing system maintenance shaif be kept on site indicating at the minimum, type of system, Operator

name, activity date, and activity type. Refer to Provision No. 8 of the Final SUSMP.

Qutdoor Material Storage Area (If included)
¢ Mustbe placed in an enclosure or bermed (secondary containment). The berm height shali be % inch.
+ Must be paved to contain leaks and spills.

Trash Storage Area (If included
* Mustbe screened or walled to prevent off-site transport of trash.

FIGURE 1
Infiltration Trench Configuration
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FIGURE 2

Infiltration Trench Configuration (Section A-A)
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FIGURE 3
Infiltration Trench Configuration (Section B-B)

/_. FENCE

CABLE CONCRETE MAT (STONES 11.5"%2.57)
, PER IECS (800} 821-7462
. (MULTIPLE OF 167) |
& ovsnngw lm.fzr_ /_ or
J 1 B
= o
2 2% L @ 3" LINING WITH IMPERMEA BLE MATERIAL
Ll )
pﬁﬂ—g- o> _g",
OVERFLOW 4" PVC @ 1% BT N FILTER FABRIC
GROUND WATER LEVE,_/\ B NATIVE SOIL SAND FILTER 18" THICK

SECTION B-B
NTS

City of Los Angeles — Watershed Protection Pivision

S D




FIGURE 4
. Infiltration Trench Configuration {Section C-C)
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FIGURE 5
. Example Infiltration Trench
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FIGURE 6
Example Catch Basin Insert
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
ENV-2007-595-MND

XVif.

XVl d.

. The developer shall instail appropriate traffic signs around the site to ensure pedestrian and vehicle safety .
. Haul route scheduling shall be sequenced to minimize conflicts with pedestrians, school buses and cars at the arrival

and dismissal times of the school day. Haul route trucks shall not be routed past the school during periods when
school is in session especially when students are arriving or departing from the campus,

. There shall be no staging or parking of construction vehicles, including vehicles to transport workers on any of the
streets adjacent to the school.

. Due te noise impacts on the schools, no construction vehicles or haul trucks shail be staged or idled on thase streets

during school hours.

. Fences shall be constructed around the site to minimize trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions and attractive

nuisances.

. The developer and contractors shall maintain ongoing contact with administrator of Belmont Senior High school. The
administrative offices shall be contacted when demolition, grading and construction activity begin on the project site
s0 that students and their parents will know when such activities are to occur. The developer shall obtain school walk

.and bus routes to the schools from either the administrators or from the LAUSD's Transportation Branch
(323)342-1400 and guarantee that safe and convenient pedestrian and bus routes to the school be maintained.

Utilities (Solid Waste)

Environmental impacts may result from project implementation due to the creation of additional solid waste. However, this

potential impact will be mitigated to a level of insignificance by the following measure:
. Recycling bins shall be provided at appropriate locations to promote recycling of paper, metal, glass, and other
recyclable material,

End

The conditions outlined in this proposed mitigated negative declaration which are not already required by law shall be
required as condition(s) of approval by the decision-making body except as noted on the face page of this document,
. Therefore, it is concluded that na significant impacts are apparent which might result from this project's

implementation.

(CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE)



Tree Survey
(Amendment to Tree Survey dated 4/16/2007)

5/30/07

City of Los Angeles Planning Department
Environmental Review Section

200 N. Spring Street, Rm. 750

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Tree Survey for 153 Glendale Bivd., Los Angeles
ENV-2007-595-MND

There is one non-protected tree on-site that will be removed during construction of the
proposed development at 153 Glendale Blvd. The tree will be replaced, according to tl e
one-to-one tree replacement requirement, at the project site.

Signed,

Mary Api ul

Project Manager

LTSC Community Development Corporation
mapisakkul@ltsc.orp

Tel: 213-473-1609




CITY OF LOS ANGELES

. OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
ROOM 395, CITY HALL
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
INITIAL STUDY

and CHECKLIST
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15063) 7

LEAD CITY AGENCY: | COUNCIL DISTRICT: DATE:
LOS ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT CD 13 - ERIC GARCETTI 04/16/2007
RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: .05 ANGELES CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
AP P A el e ——e PRt e a1 —— == e
ENVIRONMENTAL CASE: RELATED CASES:
ENV-2007-595-MND _ CPC-2007-1087-DB _
PREVIOUS ACTIONS CASE NO.: v Does have significant changes from previcus actions.
D Does NOT have significant changes fmm_ previous actions

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
NEW 48-UNIT MULTI-FAMILY AFFORDABLE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT WITH DENSITY BONUS UNDER SB1818

ENV PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
DENSITY BONUS TO REMOVE AN EXISTING TWO-LEVEL COMMERCIAL/OFFICE BUILDING AND CONSTRUCT A SIX-STORY,

76,148 SQUARE-FOCT (GROSS FLOOR AREAY}, 100% AFFORDABLE, MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING COMPLEX WITH 48-UNITS
(ONE, TWO AND THREE BEDROOMS) TARGETING LOW AND VERY LOW INCOME HOUSEHOLDS; PROJECT WILL ALSO
INCLUDE TWO, GROUND-FLOOR COMMUNITY ROOMS TOTALING 3,319 SQUARE-FEET FOR THE RESIDENTS AND A 970
SQUARE-FOOT COMMERCIAL OFFICE SPACE FOR NON-PROFIT, COMMUNITY-ORIENTED SERVICES: APPLICANT
iQUESTS TWO INCENTIVES UNDER SB1818: ONE ON-MENU INCENTIVE REQUEST TO INCREASE FLOOR AREA RATIO

OM 1.5:1 TG 3:1 AND ONE OFF-MENU INCENTIVE REQUEST TO ALLOW RELIEF FROM THE 10-INCH WIDE SPACE

QUIREMENT FOR PARKING STALLS THAT ARE LESS THAN 14-FEET FROM AN OBSTRUCTION AS DEFINED BY THE
MUNICIPAL CODE FOR SEVERAL LOCATIONS ON THE PARKING FLOOR LEVEL. THE SUBJECT SITE 18 23,126.7
SQUARE-FEET, IS WITHIN THE C2-0-1 ZONE, AND WILL INVOLVE HAULING APPROXIMATELY 18,000 CUBIC YARDS OF
EARTH.
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTINGS:
THE SUBJECT SITE IS A SLOPING (GREATER THAN 15%}), IRREGULAR-SHAPED, CORNER SITE LOCATED ON THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF GLENDALE BOULEVARD AND ROCKWOQOD STREET WITHIN THE WESTLAKE COMMUNITY PLAN
AREA. THE SUBJECT SITE IS BOUNDED BY GLENDALE BOULEVARD TO THE EAST, COLTON STREET TO THE NORTH AND
ROCKWQOD STREET TO THE SOUTH. THE SITE IS CURRENTLY IMPROVED WITH A TWO-STORY STRUCTURE, CONTAINS
NO ON-SITE TREES, IDENTIFIED BY THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY ASSESSOR'S OFFICE WITH A USE OF "HOTEL (UNDER 50
ROOMS)", SUBJECT TO THE WESTLAKE PLAN FOOTNGTES, ELIGIBLE FOR A 35-PERCENT DENSITY BONUS, WITHIN
500-FEET FROM BELMONT SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL, WITHIN 500-FEET OF THE ECHO PARK POOIL, WITHIN A FIRE DISTRICT
NO. 2 AREA, A METHANE BUFFER ZONE, A HILLSIDE GRADING AREA, APPROXIMATELY 5.83 (KM) FROM THE NEAREST
FAULT, A RENEWAL COMMUNITY, AND CENTRAL CITY REVITALIZATION ZONE. THE LAND USES AND ZONING WITHIN
500-FEET OF THE SUBJECT SITE ARE AS FOLLOWS: TO NORTH ALONG THE WEST SIDE OF THE STREET,
COMMERCIAL-RETAIL USES (AUTO REPAIR AND BODY SHOP RELATED)/ZONED C€2-1-O AND [Q]C2-1VL-0; TO NORTH AND
SOUTH ALONG THE EAST SIDE OF THE STREET, COMMERCIAL-RETAIL (MARKET, AND AUTQ REPAIR) NORTH OF
COLTON STREET/ZONED CW AND LESS INTENSE COMMERCIAL USES (OFFICE, PARKING LOT, THEATRE, CHURCH, AND
CATERING) SOUTH OF COLTON STREET/ALSO ZONED CW; FURTHER EAST ON BOTH SIDES OF DOUGLAS STREET AND
CONTINUING IN A NORTHERLY DIRECTION, SINGLE- AND MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (2-8 UNITSYZONED CW AND THE
“ECHO PARK POOL” TO THE NORTHEAST; ENTIRELY TO THE WEST AND SOUTH OF THE SITE ALONG THE WEST SIDE OF
GLENDALE BOULEVARD, VACANT LAND, SINGLE- AND SOME MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (2 UNITS AND ONE, 17
UNITYZONED RD1.5-1-0, RD2-1-G AND R3-1-0 WITH THE EXCEPTIONS OF COMMERCIAL USES ALONG THE NORTH AND
SOUTH SIDES Of BEVERLY BOULEVARD AND BELMONT SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL TO THE SOUTHWEST ALONG THE

SOUTH SIBE OF BEVERLY BOULEVARD,

OJECT LOCATION:
N L e A B AR D S s




OMMUNITY PLAN AREA:
ESTLAKE

STATUS:

‘/ Does Conform to Plan

[0 Does NOT Conform to Plan

AREA PLANNING COMMISSION:
CENTRAL

CERTIFIED NEIGHBORHOOD
COUNCIL:
GREATER ECHO PARK ELYSIAN

EXISTING ZONING:

“TMAX. DENSITY/INTENSITY

ALLOWED BY ZONING:

C2-1-0
GENERAL PLAN LAND USE: r:fé\?vihés];?gmﬁusm
HIGHWAY ORIENTED COMMERCIAL oD !

LA River Adjacent:
NO

PROPOSED PROJECT DENSITY:




Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g.,
general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate,
include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated

Supporting Information Sources: A sources list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted should be
cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies shouid normally
address the questions from this checklist that are refevant to a project’s environmental effects in whichever format is selected.

The expianation of each issue should identify:
a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each gquestion; and
b. The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.



Potentiaily
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
unless
mitigation
incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

I. AESTHETICS

HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON A SCENIC VISTA?

b.

SUBSTANTIALLY DAMAGE SCENIC RESOURCES, INCLUDING, BUT NOT
LIMITED TO, TREES, ROCK OUTCROPPINGS, AND HISTORIC
BUILDINGS, OR OTHER LOCALLY RECOGNIZED DESIRABLE AESTHETIC
NATURAL FEATURE WITHIN A CITY-DESIGNATED SCENIC HIGHWAY?

v
v

c.

SUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE THE EXISTING VISUAL CHARACTER OR
QUALITY OF THE SITE AND ITS SURROUNDINGS?

d.

CREATE A NEW SOURCE OF SUBSTANTIAL LIGHT OR GLARE WHICH
WOULD ADVERSELY AFFECT DAY OR NIGHTTIME VIEWS IN THE AREA?

AVIRN

. AGRIGULTURAL RESOURCES

CONVERT PRIME FARMLAND, UNIQUE FARMLAND, OR FARMLAND OF
STATEWIDE IMPORTANCE, AS SHOWN ON THE MAPS PREPARED
PURSUANT TO THE FARMLAND MAPPING AND MONITORING PROGRAM
OF THE CALIFORNIA RESOURCES AGENCY, TO NON-AGRICULTURAL

UsSE?

. JCONFLICT THE EXISTING ZONING FOR AGRICULTURAL USE, OR A

WILLIAMSON ACT CONTRACT?

- {INVOLVE OTHER CHANGES IN THE EXISTING ENVIRONMENT WHICH,

DUE TO THEIR LOCATION OR NATURE, COULD RESULT IN
CONVERSION OF FARMLAND, TO NON-AGRICULTURAL USE?

R

HI. AIR QUALITY

CONFLICT WITH OR OBSTRUCT IMPLEMENTATION OF THE SCAQMD
OR CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PLAN?

®

VIOLATE ANY AIR QUALITY STANDARD OR CONTRIBUTE
SUBSTANTIALLY TO AN EXISTING OR PROJECTED AIR QUALITY

VIQLATION?

. IRESULT IN A CUMULATIVELY CONSIDERABLE NET INCREASE OF ANY

CRITERIA POLLUTANT FOR WHICH THE AIR BASIN IS
NON-ATTAINMENT (OZONE, CARBON MONOXIDE, & PM 10) UNDER AN
APPLICABLE FEDERAL OR STATE AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STANDARD?

. YEXPOSE SENSITIVE RECEPTORS TO SUBSTANTIAL POLLUTANT

CONCENTRATIONS?

. {CREATE OBJECTIONABLE ODORS AFFECTING A SUBSTANTIAL

NUMBER OF PEOPLE?

NN

BIOLOGICAL RESOURGES

“THAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT, EITHER DIRECTLY OR

THROUGH HABITAT MODIFICATION, ON ANY SPECIES IDENTIFIED AS A
CANDIDATE, SENSITIVE, OR SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES IN LOCAL OR
REGIONAL PLANS, POLICIES, OR REGULATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA
DEFARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME OR U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE
SERVICE ?

. JHAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON ANY RIPARIAN HABITAT

OR OTHER SENSITIVE NATURAL COMMUNITY |DENTIFIED N THE CITY
OR REGIONAL PLANS, POLICIES, REGULATIONS BY THE CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME OR U.S. FiSH AND WILDLIFE
SERVICE ?

. {HAVE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE EFFECT ON FEOERALLY PROTECTED

WETLANDS AS DEFINED BY SECTION 404 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT
{INCLUDING, BUT NOT UIMITED TO, MARSH VERNAL POOL, COASTAL,
ETC.) THROUGH DIRECT REMOVAL, FILLING, HYDROLOGICAL
INTERRUPTION, OR OTHER MEANS?

INTERFERE SUBSTANTIALLY WITH THE MOVEMENT OF ANY NATIVE
RESIDENT OR MIGRATORY FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES OR WITH
ESTABLISHED NATIVE RESIDENT OR MIGRATORY WILDLIFE
CORRIDORS, OR IMPEDE THE USE OF NATIVE WILDLIFE NURSERY

SITES?




Potentiaily
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
unless
mitigation
incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

¢. [EMIT HAZARDOUS EMISSIONS OR HANDLE HAZARDOUS OR ACUTELY
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SUBSTANCES, OR WASTE WITHIN
ONE-QUARTER MILE OF AN EXISTING OR PROPOSED SCHOOL?

v

R

d. | BE LOCATED ON A SITE WHICH IS INCLUDED ON A LIST OF
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SITES COMPILED PURSUANT TO
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 65962.5 AND, AS A RESULT, WOULD IT
CREATE A SIGNIFICANT HAZARD TO THE PUBLIC OR THE
ENVIRONMENT?

e. |FOR A PROJECT LOCATED WAITHIN AN AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN OR,
WHERE SUCH A PLAN HAS NOT BEEN ADOPTED, WITHIN TWO MILES
OF A PUBLIC AIRPORT OR PUBLIC USE AIRPORT, WOULD THE
PROJECT RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR PEOPLE RESIDING OR
WORKING IN THE PROJECT AREA?

f. FOR A PROJECT WITHIN THE VICINITY OF A PRIVATE AIRSTRIP,
WOULD THE PROJECT RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR THE
PEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN THE AREA?

A}

g. | IMPAIR IMPLEMENTATION OF OR PHYSICALLY INTERFERE WITH AN
ADOPTED EMERGENCY RESPONSE PLAN OR EMERGENCY
EVACUATION PLAN?

A

h. EXPOSE PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO A SIGNIFICANT RISK OF LOSS,
INJURY OR DEATH INVOLVING WILDLAND FIRES, INCLUDING WHERE
WILDLANDS ARE ADJACENT TO URBANIZED AREAS OR WHERE
RESIDENCES ARE INTERMIXED WITH WILDLANDS?

Viil. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

a. JVIOLATE ANY WATER QUALITY STANDARDS OR WASTE DISCHARGE
REGUIREMENTS?

- FSUBSTANTIALLY DEPLETE GROUNDWATER SUPPLIES OR INTERFERE
WITH GROUNDWATER RECHARGE SUCH THAT THERE WOULD BE A
NET DEFICIT IN AQUIFER VOLUME OR A LOWERING OF THE LOCAL
GROUNDWATER TABLE LEVEL (E.G., THE PRODUCTION RATE OF
PRE-EXISTING NEARBY WELLS WOULD DROP TO A LEVEL WHICH
WOULD NOT SUPPORT EXISTING LAND USES OR PLANNED LAND
USES FOR WHICH PERMITS HAVE BEEN GRANTED)?

c. ]SUBSTANTIALLY ALTER THE EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN OF THE
SITE OR AREA, INCLUDING THROUGH THE ALTERATION OF THE
CQURSE OF A STREAM OR RIVER, [N A MANNER WHICH WOULD
RESULT IN SUBSTANTIAL EROSION OR SILTATION ON- OR OFF-SITE?

d. ISUBSTANTIALLY ALTER THE EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERN OF THE
SITE OR AREA, INCLUDING THROUGH THE ALTERATION OF THE
COURSE OF A STREAM OR RIVER, OR SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASE THE
RATE OR AMOUNT OF SURFACE RUNOFF IN AN MANNER WHICH
WOULD RESULT IN FLOODING ON- OR OFF SITE?

e. JCREATE OR CONTRIBUTE RUNOFF WATER WHICH WOULD EXCEED
THE CAPACITY OF EXISTING OR PLANNED STORMWATER DRAINAGE
SYSTEMS OR PROVIDE SUBSTANTIAL ADDITIONAL SOURCES OF
POLLUTED RUNOFF?

f. JOTHERWISE SUBSTANTIALLY DEGRADE WATER QUALITY?

g. {PLACE HOUSING WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOOD PLAIN AS MAPPED ON
FEDERAL FLOOD HAZARD BOUNDARY OR FLOOD INSURANCE RATE
MAP OR OTHER FLOOD HAZARD DELINEATION MAP?

h. IPLACE WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOOD PLAIN STRUCTURES WHICH WOULD
IMPEDE OR REDIRECT FLOOD FLOWS?

i. {EXPOSE PEOPLE OR STRUCTURES TO A SIGNIFICANT RISK OF LOSS,
INQUIRY OR DEATH INVOLVING FLOODING, INCLUDING FLOODING AS
A RESULT OF THE FAILURE OF A LEVEE OR DAM?

P IINUNDATION BY SEICHE, TSUNAMI, OR MUDFLOW?

iX. LAND USE AND PLANNING

NN

I
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Potentially
significant
impact

Potentially
significant
unless
mitigation
incorporated

Less than
significant
impact

No impact

. {WOuULO THE PROJECT INCREASE THE USE OF EXISTING

NEIGHBORHOOD AND REGIONAL PARKS OR OTHER RECREATIONAL
FACILITIES SUCH THAT SUBSTANTIAL PHYSICAL DETERIORATION OF
THE FACILITY WOULD OCCUR OR BE ACCELERATED?

. |DOES THE PROJECT INCLUDE RECREATIONAL FACILITIES OR

REQUIRE THE CONSTRUCTICON OR EXPANSION OF RECREATIONAL
FACILITIES WHICH MIGHT HAVE AN ADVERSE PHYSICAL EFFECT ON

THE ENVIRONMENT?

XV. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

CAUSE AN INCREASE IN TRAFFIC WHICH IS SUBSTANTIAL IN
RELATION TO THE EXISTING TRAFFIC LOAD AND CAPACITY OF THE
STREET SYSTEM (1.E., RESULT IN A SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE IN
EITHER THE NUMBER OF VEHICLE TRIPS, THE VOLUME TO RATIO
CAPACITY ON ROADS, OR CONGESTION AT INTERSECTIONS)?

. JEXCEED, EITHER INDIVIDUALLY OR CUMULATIVELY, A LEVEL OF

SERVICE STANDARD ESTABLISHED BY THE COUNTY CONGESTION
MANAGEMENT AGENCY FOR DESIGNATED ROADS OR HIGHWAYS?

<

. JRESULT IN A CHANGE IN AIR TRAFFIC PATTERNS, INCLUDING EITHER

AN INCREASE IN TRAFFIC LEVELS OR A CHANGE IN LOCATION THAT
RESULTS IN SUBSTANTIAL SAFETY RISKS?

. |SUBSTANTIALLY INCREASE HAZARDS TO A DESIGN FEATURE (E.G.,

SHARP CURVES OR DANGEROUS INTERSECTIONS) OR INCOMPATIBLE
USES (E.G., FARM EQUIPMENT)?

. {RESULT IN INADEQUATE EMERGENCY ACCESS?

. JRESULT IN INADEQUATE PARKING CAPACITY?

. JCONFLICT WITH ADOPTED POLICIES, PLANS, OR PROGRAMS

SUPPORTING ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION (E.G., BUS TURNOUTS,
BICYCLE RACKS)?

SISSE S

XVI. UTLITIES

EXCEED WASTEWATER TREATMENT REQUIREMENTS OF THE
APPLICABLE REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD?

b.

REQUIRE OR RESULT IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW WATER OR
WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITIES OR EXPANSION OF EXISTING
FACILITIES, THE CONSTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD CAUSE
SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS?

S

. [REQUIRE OR RESULT IN THE CONSTRUCTION OF NEW STORMWATER

DRAINAGE FACILITIES OR EXPANSION OF EXISTING FACILITIES, THE
CONSTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD CAUSE SIGNIFICANT
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS?

. |HAVE SUFFICIENT WATER SUPPLIES AVAILABLE TO SERVE THE

PROJECT FROM EXISTING ENTITLEMENTS AND RESOURCE, OR ARE
NEW OR EXPANDED ENTITLEMENTS NEEDED?

. {RESULT IN A DETERMINATION BY THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT

PROVIDER WHICH SERVES OR MAY SERVE THE PROJECT THAT IT HAS
ADEQUATE CAPACITY TO SERVE THE PROJECTS PROJECTED
DEMAND IN ADDITION TC THE PROVIDERS

. {BE SERVED BY A LANDFILL WITH SUFFICIENT PERMITTED CAPACITY

TO ACCOMMODATE THE PROJECTS SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL NEEDS?

g.

COMPLY WITH FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL STATUTES AND
REGULATIONS RELATED TO SOLID WASTE?

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

DOES THE PROJECT HAVE THE POTENTIAL TO DEGRADE THE
QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT, SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCE THE
HABITAT OF FISH OR WILDLIFE SPECIES, CAUSE A FISH OR WILDLIFE
POPULATION TO DROP BELOW SELF-SUSTAINING LEVELS, THREATEN
TO ELIMINATE A PLANT OR ANIMAL COMMUNITY, REDUCE THE
NUMBER OR RESTRICT THE RANGE OF A RARE CR ENDANGERED
PLANT OR ANIMAL OR ELIMINATE IMPORTANT EXAMPLES OF THE




.|SCUSS|ON OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION ¢attach additional sheets if necessary)

The Environmental impact Assessmen! includes the use of official City of Los Angeles and other government source reference
materials refated to various environmental impact categories (e.g., Hydrology, Air Quality, Biology, Cultural Resources, etc.). The State
of California, Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology - Seismic Hazard Maps and reports, are used to identify
potential future significant seismic events; including probable magnitudes, liquefaction, and landslide hazards. Based on applicant
information provided in the Master Land Use Application and Environmental Assessment Form, impact evaluations were based on
stated facts contained therein, including but not limited to, reference materials indicated above, field investigation of the project site,
and any other reliable reference materials known at the time.

Project specific impacts were evaluated based on all relevant facts indicated in the Environmental Assessment Form and expressed
through the applicant's project description and suppartive materials. Both the Initial Study Checklist and Checklist Explanations, in
conjunction with the City of Los Angeles's Adopted Thresholds Guide and CEQA Guidelines, were used to reach reasonable
conclusions on environmental impacts as mandated under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

The project as identified in the project description may cause potentially significant impacts on the environment without mitigation.
Therefore, this environmental analysis concludes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be issued to avoid and mitigate all
potential adverse impacts on the environment by the imposition of mitigation measures and/or conditions contained and expressed in
this document; the environmental case file known as ENV-2007-595-MND and the associated case(s), CPC-2007-1087-DB . Finally,
based on the fact that these impacts can be feasibly mitigated to less than significant, and based on the findings and thresholds for
Mandatory Findings of Significance as described in the California Environmental Quality Act, section 15065, the overall project
impact(s) on the environment (after mitigation) will not:

e Substantially degrade environmental quality.
» Substantially reduce fish or wildlife habitat.
» Cause a fish or wildlife habitat to drop below self sustaining levels.
* Threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community.
» Reduce number, or restrict range of a rare, threatened, or endangered species.
+ Eliminate important examples of major periods of California history or prehistory.
. + Achieve short-term goals to the disadvantage of long-term goais.
+ Result in environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable.
¢ Result in environmenta! effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings.
ADDITIONAL [NFORMATION:
All supporting documents and references are contained in the Environmental Case File referenced above and may be viewed in the
EIR Unit, Room 763, City Hall.
For City information, addresses and phone numbers: visit the City's website at hitp:/fwww_lacity.org ; City Planning - and Zoning
Information Mapping Automated System (ZIMAS) cityplanning.iacity.org/ or EIR Unit, City Hall, 200 N Spring Street, Room 763.

Seismic Hazard Maps - http:/fgmw.consrv.ca.gov/shmp/
Engineering/Infrastructure/Topographic Maps/Parcel Information - hitp://boemaps.eng.cila.ca.usfindex01.htm or

City's main website under the heading "Navigate LA™

PREPARED BY: TITLE: TELEPHONE NO.: DATE:

ALFREDO PEREZ CITY PLANNING ASSISTANT {213) 978-1353 04/16/2007




Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THE CONSTRUCTION PHASE MAY
CONTRIBUTE TO THE EXISTING
BASIN-WIDE AIR QUALITY
VIOLATIONS. IN ADDITION TO THIS
MATTER, AN AIR FILTRATION
SYSTEM WILL BE REQUIRED TO
ADDRESS AIR QUALITY FOR THE
INHABITANTS, THESE IMPACTS WILL
BE MITIGATED TO A LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT LEVEL BY THE
PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES.

PLEASE SEE CONSTRUCTION
MITIGATION MEASURES VIB

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THE IMPACTS RELATED TO
CUMULATIVE NET INCREASES (N
POLLUTANTS RELATIVE TO FEDERAL
AND STATE STANDARDS WILL BE
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
MITIGATION MEASURES SPECIFIED IN
CATEGORY B ABOVE

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THE OPERATIONAL IMPACTS TO
ON-SITE AND NEIGHBORING
RESIDENTS WILL BE MITIGATED TO A
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL BY
THE USE OF AN AIR FILTRATION
SYSTEM.

Hl ¢1

)

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THE LOCATION OF THE TRASH
RECEPTACLES HAVE NOT BEEN
IDENTIFIED AND MUST BE PLACED IN
SUCH A WAY AS TO NOT CREATE A
SOURCE OF OBJECTIONABLE
ODORS FOR THE INHABITANTS AND
ADJACENT NEIGHBORS.

il eti

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a.

NO IMPACT

THIS SITE IS CURRENTLY
DEVELOPED WITH A COMMERCIAL
BUILDING AND ALSO CONTAINS
VACANT LAND - NO SENSITIVE
SPECIES ARE EXPECYED TO BE
LOCATED ON THE PROPERTY.

NO IMPACT

THIS SITE DOES NOT CONTAIN A
RIPARIAN HABITAT OR SENSITIVE
NATURAL COMMUNITIES - NO
IMPACTS WILL RESULT.

NC IMPACT

THIS SITE DOES NOT CONTAIN
WETLANDS - NO {MPACTS WILL
RESULT. :

NO IMPACT

THIS SITE IS CURRENTLY
DEVELOPED WITH A COMMERCIAL
BUILDING AND ALSO CONTAINS
VACANT LAND AND DOES NOT HAVE
WILDLIFE COORIDORS OR NATIVE

WILDLIFE NURSERY SITES.




impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

Q-

NO IMPACT

NO SEPTIC TANKS EXIST OR ARE
PROPOSED AS PART OF THIS
PROJECT AND NO IMPACTS WILL
RESULT.

VIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

EXISTING
BUILDINGS/CONSTRUCTION EXIST
BUILT IN A TIMEFRAME WHEN
ASBESTOS WAS COMMONLY USED
FOR CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS
AND A HIGH LIKLIHOOD EXISTS THAT
LOCAL SENSITIVE RECEPTORS WILL
BE IMPACTS UNLESS THE ATTACHED
MITIGATION MEASURES ARE
APPLIED. IN ADDITION TO THIS
MATTER, CONTAMINATED SOIL AND
UNDERGROUND OIL TANKS EXIST
AND SHALL BE ADDRESSED AS
REFERENCED.

Vil a1, Vil b5, VIl d1

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

METHANE GAS HAS BEEN IDENTIFIED
TOEXIST AT THIS SITE AND SHALL
BE MITIGATED AS REFERENCED.

Vil b2

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

BELMONT H!GH SCHOOL IS LOCATED
WITHIN 500 OF THE PROPGSED
PROJECT AND THE REFERENCED
MITIGATION MEASURES WILL BE
APPLIED TO REDUCE ANY
POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT.

PLEASE REFER TO MITIGATION
MEASURES VIB, VIE AND XIlIC2

NO IMPACT

THIS SITE IS NOT LOCATED ON A
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS LIST AND
NO IMPACTS WILL RESULT.

NO IMPACT

THIS SITE IS NOT LOCATED WITHIN
AN AIRPORT LAND USE PLAN AREA.
THE PROPOSED PROJECT WILL NOT
RESULT IN A SAFETY HAZARD FOR
PEOPLE RESIDING OR WORKING IN
THE AREA.

NO IMPACT

THIS SITE IS NOT LOCATED WITHIN
THE VICINTIY OF A PRIVATE AIRSTRIP
AND WILL NOT RESULT IN A SAFETY
HAZARD FOR PEOPLE RESIDING OR
WORKING IN THE AREA.

NO IMPACT

THE SURROUNDING AREA IS
IMPROVED WITH COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPMENT -- THERE WILL BE NO
INTERFERENCE WITH ANY
EMERGENCY RESPONSE OR

EVACUATION PLANS.




Impact?

Explanation

~Mitigation
Measures

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS,
BUREAU OF SANITATION,
WATERSHED DIVISION, SUSMP PLAN
REVIEW SECTION AT (213) 482-7066
OR (213) 485-0576, PRIOR TO
SUBMITTING AN APPLICATION TO
THE CITY PLANNING DEPARTMENT.
THE DESIGN OF A PROJECT MAY
REQUIRE ALTERATIONS IN ORDER
TO INCORPORATE SUSMP
REQUIREMENTS.

9. |NOIMPACT

THIS PROJECT WILL NOT PLACE
HOUSING WITHIN A 100-YEAR FLOOD
PLAIN. NO IMPACTS WILL RESULT.

h. [NO IMPACT

THIS PROPERTY WILL NOT PLACE
STRUCTURES THAT WGOULD IMPEDE
OR REDIRECT FLOOD FLOWS WITHIN
A 100 YEAR FLOOD PLAIN - NO
IMPACTS WILL RESULT.

i. |NOIMPACT

THIS PROPERTY IS NOT LOCATED
WITHIN A POTENTIAL DAM OR LEVEE
INUNDATION ZONE. NO IMPACT WILL
RESULT.

ji. INOIMPACT

THIS PROPERTY IS NOT LOCATED
WITHIN AN INUNDATION ZONE FOR
SEICHES, TSUNAMIS, OR MUDLFOWS
- NG IMPACTS WILL RESULT.

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING

a. |NOIMPACT

THE PROPOSED PROJECT IS
CONSISTENT WITH THE DENSITY AND
TYPE OF USE ALLOWED BY CODE
AND 5B1818 INCENTIVES.

b. |NOIMPACT

THE PROPOSED PROJECT IS
CONSISTENT WITH ALL CITY PLANS,
CODES AND SB1818 INCENTIVES.

c. |[NOIMPACT

THIS PROJECT WILL NOT CONFLICT
WITH ANY APPLICABLE
CONSERVATION PLANS AND NO
IMPACTS WILL RESULT.

X. MINERAL RESOURCES

a. [NO IMPACT

THIS SITE IS NOT LOCATED IN A
KNOWN AREA OF MINERAL
RESOURCES . NO IMPACT IS
EXPECTED TO RESULT.

b. [NOIMPACT

THIS SITE 1S NOT LOCATED IN AN
AREA OF ANY KNOWN
LOCALLY-IMPORTANT MINERAL
RESOURCES. NO IMPACT IS

EXPECTED TO RESULT.

‘ NOISE




S

Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

NO IMPACT

THERE WILL BE AN INCREASE IN THE
NUMBER OF HOUSING UNITS ON THE
MARKET ONCE THIS PROJECT IS
COMPLETED - NO EXISTING HOUSING
IS BEING REMOVED AND NO IMPACTS
EXIST

Xk

PUBLIC SERVICES

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THE PROJECT WILL BE REVIEWED
BY THE LA FIRE DEPARTMENT AND
THE FIRE PROTECTION IMPACTS
SHALL BE MINIMIZED TO A LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL.

Xt a

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THIS PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A
SIGNIFICANT IMPACT ON POLICE
RESPONSE TIMES AND SECURITY
WILL BE PROVIDED BY THE
APPLICANT.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THE PROJECT WILL CREATE 48 NEW
URITS AND LAUSD FEES WILL BE
REQUIRED TO MITIGATE IMPACTS
ASSOCIATED WITH THE INCREASED
HOUSING. ADDITIONAL MITIGATION
WILL ALSO BE REQUIRED DUE TO
THE PROXIMITY OF THIS PROJECT
TO A LOCAL UNIFIED SCHOOL.

Xl ci, XNl c2

NO IMPACT

QUIMBY FEES DO NOT APPLY - THE
SITE 1S NOT BEING REZONED OR
SUBDIVIDED

NO IMPACT

NO ADDITIONAL GOVERNMENT
SERVICES WILL BE REQUIRED AS A
RESULT OF THIS PROJECT AND NO
IMPACTS WILL RESULT.

XIV.

RECREATION

NO IMPACT

QUIMBY FEES DO NOT APPLY - THE
SITE IS NOT BEING REZONED OR
SUBDIVIDED

NO IMPACT

THE PROJECT DOES NOT INCLUDE
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES AND NO
IMPACTS WILL RESULT.

XV.

TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THE EXISTING RCGADWAY
INFRASTRUCTURE IS SUFFICIENT TO
ACCOMMODATE THE NET INCREASE
IN HOUSING CREATED BY THIS
PROJECT - THE IMPACTS ARE LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THIS PROJECT SHOULD NOT CAUSE A
SUBSTANTIAL INCREASE IN THE
TRAFFIC LOAD OR IMPACT THE
CAPACITY OF SURROUNDING
SURFACE STREETS - THE IMPACTS
ARE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT




Impact?

Explanation

Mitigation
Measures

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THIS PROJECT WILL CONSTRUCT 48
UNITS AND COMMERCIAL USE. THE
ADDITIONAL AMOUNT OF WASTE
WATER GENERATED FROM THIS NEW
DEVELOPMENT WILL RESULT IN A
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT.

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT UNLESS
MITIGATION INCORPORATED

THIS PROJECT WILL BE REQUIRED
TO PROVIDE ON-SITE RECYCLING
CONTAINERS TO REDUCE THE
AMOUNT OF TRASH GOING TO
LANDFILLS. THIS WILL REDUCE THE
SOLID WASTE IMPACT TO A LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT LEVEL.

XVIf

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THE MITIGATION MEASURES IN
SECTION F ABOVE ADDRESS ANY
POTENTIAL IMPACTS TQ LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT.

. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIF

ICANCE

NO IMPACT

THIS PROJECT DOES NOT HAVE THE
POTENTIAL TO DEGRADE THE
QUALITY OF THE ENVIRONMENT,
SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCE THE
HABITAT OF FISH OR WILDLIFE
SPECIES, OR THREATEN TO
ELIMINATE A PLANT OR ANIMAL
COMMUNITY - NO IMPACTS WILL
RESULT.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

THIS PROJECT HAS IMPACTS THAT
ARE INDIVIDUALLY LIMITED BUT
CUMULATIVLEY CONSIDERABLE.
HOWEVER, EACH IMPACT CAN BE
MITIGATED TC A LESS THAN
SIGNIFICANT LEVEL WITH THE
INCORPORATION OF THE ATTACHED
MITIGATION MEASURES. AS SUCH,
THE PROPOSED PROJECT WILL NOT
RESULT IN ANY CUMULATIVE
IMPACTS.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

AFTER IMPLEMENTATHON OF
MITIGATION MEASURES, THE
PROPOSED PROJECT DOES NOT
HAVE SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS TO
HUMAN BEINGS.
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PROPOSED
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
PEIF No. 2008-007

140-Unit Affordable Rental Housing Project
3673 and 3685 San Fernando Road

The following Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970 as amended, the State Guidelines, and the Environmental Guidelines

and Procedures of the City of Glendale.

Project Title/Common Name:

140-Unit Affordable Rental Housing Project

Project Location:

3673 and 3685 San Fernando Road, Glendale, Los Angeles County

Project Description:

The project includes the development of two affordabie rental housing
projects located on adjacent sites. A total of 140 affordable
apartment units are proposed, 68 of which have been previously
approved. Of the 140 units, 68 units are located on the Glendale City
Lights site (3673 San Fernando Road) and 72 units would be located
on the Vassar Villas site (3685 San Fernando Road). A total of 284
parking spaces would be provided for both project sites (178 on the
Glendaie City Lights site and 106 on the Vassar Villas site). Of the
178 parking spaces on the Glendale City Lights site, 40 parking
spaces would go towards the parking space total for Vassar Villas.
As a result of shifting 40 spaces from the Glendale City Lights site the
Vassar Villas project would include 146 parking spaces. (See Project
Description on page 11 for more detail.)

Project Type:

Private Project I:] Public Project

Project Applicant:

Rodney Khan

Khan Consulting, Inc.

1111 N. Brand Boulevard, Suite 403
Glendale, CA 81202

Findings:

The Director of Planning, on May 28, 2008, after considering an Initial
Study prepared by the Planning Department, found that the above
referenced project would not have a significant effect on the
environment and instructed that a Mitigated Negative Declaration be

prepared.

Mitigation Measures:

See attached Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Attachments:

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program; Initial Study Checklist
PEIF No. 2008-007

Contact Person:

Hassan Haghani, Director of Planning
City of Glendale Planning Department
633 East Broadway Reom 103
Glendale, CA 91206-4386

Tel (818) 548-2140

Fax: (818) 240-0392
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The following mitigation measures shail apply to the Glendale City Lights site (Phase 1 of the proposed
project) and/or the Vassar Villas site (Phase 2 of the proposed project). The “timing” identified for each
mitigation measure indicates whether the mitigation measure applies to Phase 1 or Phase 2 of the proposed
project.

1. The applicant shall prepare a memorandum outfining all dust control measures to be implemented during
the excavation and haul-off pericd associated with mass grading of the site. At a minimum, this program
shall require that all material excavated or graded be sufficiently treated to prevent dust dispersion to the
degree feasible by either pericdical watering or treating with environmentally safe dust suppressants to
prevent excessive amounts of dust.

Monitoring Action: Plan review.

Timing: Phase 1 and 2
Prior to issuance of any demolition and development permits.
Responsibility: Director of Public Works.

2. All clearing, filling, grading, earth moving or excavation activities shall cease during periods of high winds
(i.e. greater than 15 mph averaged over one hour) to prevent excessive amounts of dust. Construction
grading shall be discontinued on days forecast for first stage ozone alerts (concentration of .20 ppm) as
indicated at the County APCD air quality monitoring station closest to the City of Glendale. Grading,
excavation and demolition operations shall not resume until the first stage smog alert expires.

Monitoring Action:  Site inspection.

Timing: Phase 1and 2
During any work activities, including but not limited to site preparation,
demolition, grading or construction (site inspection).

Responsibility: Director of Public Works.

3. The applicant shall ensure that all streets adjacent to the project site be swept as needed to remove all
silt/construction debris which may have accumulated from construction activities.

Monitoring Action: Site inspection.

Timing: Phase 1and 2
During any work activities, including but not limited to site preparation,
demolition, grading or construction (site inspection).

Responsibility: Director of Public Works.

140-UNIT AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING PAGE 2
3673 AND 3685 SAN FERNANDO ROAD
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4. An offsite dirt export hauling plan shall be prepared and submitted to the City Engineer and City Traffic
and Transportation Administrator for review and approval prior to each phase. The City shall have
ultimate discretion over the adopted haul routes, methods of transport, hours of transport and duration of
work. This plan shall ensure that haul routes do not conflict with peak hour traffic movements. The City
may require that hauling offsite be limited to non-peak hours. All off-site loads shall be covered by tarps,
or, if haul distances are less than one mile, loads may be watered before proceeding to the disposal site.

Monitoring Action: Plan review, site inspection.

Timing: Phase 1 and 2
Prior to issuance of demolition and development permits. During work
activities, including but not limited to demolition, grading or construction.

Responsibility: Director of Public Works and Traffic and Transportation Administrator.

5. Grading and excavation activities on the Glendale City Lights site located at 3673 San Fernando Road
shall be competed prior to grading and excavation activities on the Vassar Villas site located at 3685 San
Fernando Road. Grading and excavation activities for each Phase of the project shall be prohibited from
occurring simultaneously.

Monitoring Action: Site inspection.

Timing: Phase 1and 2
Grading and excavation activities for Phase 1 shall be completed prior to
grading and excavation activities begin for Phase 2.

Responsibility: Director of Public Works.
6. The project driveway on San Fernando Road shall be designed to operate as the south leg of the San
Fernando Road/Glendale Avenue intersection. This driveway shall be a minimum of 24 feet in width and

shall be constructed with alley-type curb returns. Traffic entering and exiting this driveway shall be
regulated by a traffic signal.

Monitoring Action: Plan review, site inspection.

Timing: Phase 1
Prior to issuance of development permits. During project construction.
Responsibility: Director of Public Works and Traffic and Transportation Administrator.

7. The applicant shall enter into a recordable covenant between the Glendale City Lights site (Phase 1)
located at 3673 San Fernando Road and the Vassar Villas site (Phase 2) located at 3685 San Fernando
Road permitting the use of 40 parking space located on the Phase 1 site to be used exclusively for
Phase 2. Said covenant shall be recorded on Phase 1 and Phase |l properties.

Monitoring Action: Review of agreement

Timing: Phase 1 and Phase 2
Prior to issuance of certificate of occupancy.
Responsibility: Director of Housing and Community Development.
140-UNIT AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING Pace 3
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10.

1.

A geological study shall be conducted in accordance with the California Geological Survey guidelines for
surface fault rupture evaluations. A State-certified engineering geologist, having competence in the field
of seismic hazard evaluation and mitigation shall review the study to determine the adequacy of the
hazard evaluation and proposed mitigation measures and determine whether requirements of State law
are satisfied in accordance with Note 49: Guidelines for Evaluating Hazard of Surface Fault Rupture.

Monitoring Action: Plan review

Timing: Phase 1 and 2
Prior to issuance of development permits.

Responsibility: Director of Public Werks.

Photo documentation shall be provided of the existing Aigemac's Restaurant building. The owner shall
provide eight to ten 4X5 negatives and 8X10 photographs using HABS photographic standards to be
submitted in a binder with archival sleeves to the Glendale Public Library and one additional set of prints
for the Owner’s use during the project.

Monitoring Action: Plan review
Timing: Phase 1
Prior to issuance of development permits.

Responsibility: Director of Planning and Historic Preservation Architect.

The owner shall provide measured drawings of basic profiles and dimensions without exhaustive or
forensic demolition work. The Owner shall also provide supplementary photography of existing
configuration for use during design and reconstruction work of the feature.

Monitoring Action:  Plan review
Timing: Phase 1

Prior to issuance of development permits.
Responsibility: Director of Planning and Historic Preservation Architect.

The owner shall work with a qualified Historic Preservation Architect {per Secretary of interior’s criteria
for preservation architects) to provide input on reincorparation and reconstruction of features and to
advise Owner's team on use of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitating Historic
Buildings. The Preservation Architect/Monitor shall review specifications, including requirements for
removal, transport, and storage of historic features, including the security of the storage location. The
Preservation Architect shall conduct peer review of construction documents. The Preservation
Architect/Monitor shall provide oversight during construction to monitor removal and reinstallation of
historic elements and to address field conditions regarding historic materials. Replacement of materials
shall be done only upon approval of the Preservation Architect/Monitor, and only in accordance with the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards. The Preservation Architect/Monitor shall make periodic visits to
site when work is being performed. The Preservation Architect/Monitor shall maintain a photographic

record of visits o site.

140-UNIT AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING PAGE 4
3673 AND 3685 SaN FERNANDO ROAD



PEIF No. 2008-007

May 2008

12.

13.

Monitoring Plan review and project construction

Action:

Timing: Phase 1
Prior to issuance of development permit and throughout construction of the
project.

Responsibility: Director of Planning and Historic Preservation Architect.

City of Glendale Planning staff shall provide periodic progress reports to the Glendale Historic
Preservation Commission throughout project construction. Planning staff shall determine if conditions
require interested parties to convene during construction.

Monitoring Action: Project construction

Timing: Phase 1
Throughout construction of the project.
Responsibility: Director of Development Services and Director of Planning.

The applicant shall incorporate the architectural elements and fixtures that are key, character-defining
features of Algemac's Restaurant. These items are listed below as items 11athrough 11e. The listed
architectural elements and fixtures shall be incorporated in a manner that will maintain their architectural
and historic character, as well as the diner’s historic setting on San Fernando Road. At a minimum, the
applicant shall carefully dismantle, retain, repair as required, relocate, and reconstruct ali listed fagade
elements along the San Fernando Road frontage and approximately twenty {(20) to twenty-two (22) feet
of the two side fagades (northwest and southeast fagades) that extend away from the street fagade.

13a. Canopy
« Retain entire “diamond™ ¢anopy, including structural pylons

« Retain all recessed light fixtures on underside of canopy, as well as the exterior speaker cover
(the “globe” fixtures below the canopy are not original and should not be retained)

« Retain diamond-shaped “light boxes™ along street frontage and restore to original appearance
and operating condition
e Retain planter (brick and volcanic rock) and its spatial relationship with the canopy and its

structural supports, pending additional to determine the original appearance of the planter. The
final decision on retention of materials construction or reconstruction of the planter shall rest with

the Glendale Redevelopment Agency.

13b. Fagades

The spatial relationships (in both plan and elevation) between all elements and features must be
retained, along with their dimensions

« Retain all brick bulkheads below the windows and the brick pier alongside the San Fernando
Road entrance (note than two types of brick were used, allowing the 1958 work to be
differentiated from the earlier construction — the salvaged and reinstalled bulkheads should

retain this difference).

« Retain the windows, frames, and mullions below the diamond canopy {work dating to 1938) - the
horizontal mullion dividing several glass panels on the main fagade is not original and should not

140-UNIT AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING
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be retained. New, full-height glass panels should be installed at this location to match the
condition seen in historic, circa 1958 photographs.

Retain the windows and frames at all other portions of the fagades to be relocated — note that
the windows dating to the 1958 work are installed vertically and the earlier windows are canted
(with their tops being positioned closer to the building line than their bottoms) — the difference
between these generations of windows must be retained

Retain the configuration and dimensions of all stuccoed wall areas

Retain the configuration, dimensions, and materials of the planter boxes at the street fagade and
the northwest corner (with the exception of the vegetation)

Retain the configuration, dimensions, and materials of the overhanging eave that wraps the
northwest corner (this historic eave may be extended along the northwest fagade to meet the
new construction, if desired)

The original “bullet” light fixtures located beneath the northwest eave are now missing and must
be replaced (several of these fixtures are located under the eave at the southeast "breezeway” —
these should be salvaged before this area is demolished and relocated; new fixtures should
match the historic ones).

Retain the original recessed light fixtures in the soffit above the center planting box at the san
Fernando Road fagade (the “globe’ fixtures attached to the decorative metal banding that wraps
under the soffit are not original and should not be retained)

Retain the location, shape, and size of all door openings (any new doors should closely match
the appearance of the historic doors visible to circa 1958 photographs)

13c. Signage

Retain, repair as required, an reuse all interior-illuminated “box’ signs at street fagade (spelling
out “ALGEMAC’S") at their existing locations in relation to the fagade — any new signage that is
applied to these should maintain the typeface and color of the historic signage

Retain the metal bands that separate these signs at their existing location in relation to the
facade

Retain vertical pylon neon sign adjacent to the canopy (“*Coffee Shop/Restaurant”) — the pylon is
not original, but the sign must be retained and reused

Retain neon sign ("Coffee Shop/Restaurant”) located above overhanging eave at northwest
fagade for reuse

Retain the historic sign found laying on the roof (possibly denoting parking) for possible reuse

13d. Replacement Materials

The historic elements and fixtures outlined above will be salvaged and reused in their historic
positions whenever possible in the new work. When salvage is not feasible, new materials that
match the historic elements and fixtures in all ways including, but not limited to, dimension, color,
texture, and material, may be incorporated into the new work subject to the approval of the
histaric architect.

Whenever possible, stuccoed wall areas will be carefully removed, stored, and reinstalled. As
noted above, when this is not feasible, new stucco matching the texture of historic stucco may
be utilized. A 1'x1” (one foot by one foot) section of historic stucco, selected by the historic
architect, will be salvaged and retained at location to be determined by the historic architect, for

140-UNIT AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING Pace B
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the purposes of physically matching the new and historic stuccoes and verifying the accuracy of
the final stucco finish.

13e. Additional Saivage for Possible Reuse

+ Salvage and retain the existing cantilevered stools at the counters for possible reuse within the
community room or outdoor patio at the discretion of the Planning Director.

Monitoring Action:
Timing:

Responsibility:

Plan review, site inspection.

Phase 1
Prior to issuance of development permit. Prior to issuance of occupancy
permit.

Director of Planning and Historic Preservation Architect.

14. The project shall pay the Mitigation Fee in the amount of the full impact fee set forth in the City of
Glendale Public Facilities Fee Study (dated August 16, 2006) for parks, recreation and libraries, which is
$14,385 per unit. The City shall collect, deposit, monitor, and use the mitigation fee as required by the
Mitigation Fee Act, Government Code Sections 66001 and 660086.

Monitoring Action:

Timing:

Responsibility:

Collection of Fee
Deposit, Accounting and Use of Fees for Public Facilities

Phase 1

Collection of Fee: At the time of final inspection or certificate of occupancy
whichever comes first.

Deposit, Accounting and Use of Fees for Public Facilities — in accordance with
Mitigation Fee Act and in accordance with the City's capital improvement
program for public facilities.

Phase 2

Collection of Fee: At the time of final inspection or certificate of occupancy
whichever comes first. However, if at the time of the issuance of the building
permit, the City has adopted a construction plan and schedule and will have a
completely funded budget for a public facility to be funded with the Fee, then
the fee shall be collected at the time of building permit.

Deposit, Accounting and Use of Fees for Public Facilities — in accordance with
Mitigation Fee Act and in accordance with the City's capital improvement
program for public facilities.

Collection of the Fee: Building Official.
Deposit/Accounting of Fee: Director of Administrative Services - Finance

Use of the Fee for construction of public facilities: Director of Parks,
Recreation and Community Services
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Agreement to Proposed Mitigation Measures and Mitigation Monitoring Program

I'WE THE UNDERSIGNED PROJECT APPLICANT(S), HEREBY AGREE TO MODIFICATION OF THE
PROJECT TO CONFORM WITH THE IMPACT MITIGATION MEASURES AND THE MITIGATION
MONITORING PROGRAM SPECIFIED HEREIN REGARDLESS OF CHANGE OF OWNERSHIP. IF
I/WE DISAGREE WITH ANY RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MEASURES OR ALL OR PART OF THE
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM, IN LIEU OF MY/OUR SIGNATURE HEREON, I/'WE MAY
REQUEST RECONSIDERATION OF THE MATTER UPON SUBMITTAL OF THE APPLICABLE FEE
AND DOCUMENTATION IN SUPPORT QF MY/OUR POSITION ON SAID MITIGATION MEASURES
AND/OR MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM. (THE ENVIRONMENTAL AND PLANNING BOARD
WILL RECONSIDER THE ISSUES AND TAKE ACTION AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE.)

Dated:

Signature(s) of the Project Applicant(s)

Dated:
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
PEIF No. 2006-044

140-Unit Affordable Rental Housing Project
3673 and 3685 San Fernando Road

1. Project Title: 140-Unit Affordable Rental Housing Project
2. Lead Agency Name and Address:

City of Glendale Planning Department

633 East Broadway, Room 103

Glendale, CA 91206
3. Contact Person and Phone Number:

Erik Krause, Senior Planner

Tel: (818) 548-2140

Fax: (818) 240-0392
4. Project Location: 3673 and 3685 San Fernando Road, Glendale, Los Angeles County
5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:

Rodney Khan

Khan Consulting, Inc.

1111 N. Brand Boulevard, Suite 403

Glendale, CA 91202

6. General Plan Designation: Mixed Use

7. Zoning: IMU-R (Industrial/Commercial-Residential Mixed Use); SFMU
(Commercial/Residential Mixed Use)

8. Description of the Project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to,
later phases of the project, and any secondary support or off-site features necessary for its
implementation.)

The project includes the development of two affordable rental housing projects located on
adjacent sites. A total of 140 affordable apartment units are proposed, 88 of which have been
previously approved. Of the 140 units, 68 units are located on the Glendale City Lights site
{3673 San Fermnando Road) and 72 units would be located on the Vassar Villas site (3685 San
Fernando Road). A total of 284 parking spaces would be provided for both project sites (178 on
the Glendale City Lights site and 106 on the Vassar Villas site). Of the 178 parking spaces on
the Glendale City Lights site, 40 parking spaces would go towards the parking space total for
Vassar Villas. As a result of shifting 40 spaces from the Glendale City Lights site the Vassar
Villas project would include 146 parking spaces. (See Project Description on page 11 for more
detail.)

9. Surreunding Land Uses and Setting:

The project site fronts on the south side of San Fernando Road and the north side of Vassar
Avenue. The Forest Lawn Cemetery, Cerritos Park, and an automobile service station are
located north of the subject site. Two- and three- story multi-family buildings and single-family
homes are located south of the subject site. Offices are located east of the subject site. The
Seeley's Furniture store building is located west of the subject site.

10. Other public agencies whose approval is required {e.g., permits, financing approval or

participation agreement).

City of Glendale Housing Authority; California Tax Credit Allocation Committee; Glendale
Redevelopment Agency; Affordable Housing Program (AHP); City of Glendale Zoning
Administrator; California Community Redevelopment Committee.
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1.

Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentiaily affected by this project, involving at
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the checklist on the

following pages.

[3 Aesthetics [0 Agricultural Resources O Air Quaiity

[0 Biclogical Resources [0 Cultural Resources [1 Geology/ Seils

O] Hazards & Hazardous Materials [ Hydrology / Water Quaiity [0 Land Use/Planaing
7] Mineral Resources [ Noise [0 Population / Housing
] Public Services 1 Recreation 7] Transportation / Traffic
1 Uutitities / Service Systems Mandatory Findings of Significance

LEAD AGENCY DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

]

X
[
L]

L]

i find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed
to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant
unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed
by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to

be addressed.

| find that althaugh the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant
to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upan the praposed project, nothing further is reguired.

/Aé/ | /721;% Y

Prepared by./ Date:

Reviewed by: Date:

Signature of Director of Planning or his or her designee authorizing the release of environmental document
for public review and comment.

e 52g/es

b

Director of P,ténning: Date:
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Project Description

The project includes the development of two affordable rental housing projects located on adjacent sites.
The project would include a total of 140 apartment units, 68 of which have been previously approved. Of the
140 units, 68 units are located on the Glendale City Lights site at 3673 San Fernando Road and 72 units
would be located on the Vassar Villas site at 3685 San Fernando Road. A total of 284 parking spaces would
be provided for both project sites. A total of 178 parking spaces would be located on the Glendale City
Lights site and 106 parking spaces would be located on the Vassar Villas site. Of the 178 parking spaces on
the Glendale City Lights site, 40 parking spaces would be attributed to the parking space total for Vassar
Villas. As a result of attributing 40 Glendale City Lights parking spaces to the Vassar Villas project, Vassar
Villas would have 146 parking spaces.

Glendale City Lights

Glendale City Lights is an affordable family housing project that was reviewed and approved by the Glendale
Redevelopment Agency, the Planning Department, and the Housing Authority to construct a new sixty-eight
(68)-unit apartment with one hundred and eighty-three (183) onsite parking spaces.

The previously approved project consists of the construction of a new 4-story affordable multi-family housing
project with 185 subterranean parking spaces on an approximate 37,530 square foot lot. The project
includes a total of 88 residential units that consist of 60, 3-bedroom units and 8, 2-bedroom units. The 185
parking spaces are located in two levels of subterranean parking. Private open space, common open space,
landscaping and recreation areas are included throughout the project.

The first twenty (20) feet of the exterior of the Algemac’s Restaurant building (the front and portions of the
side facades), will be incorporated into the design of the project, including all architecturally significant
features, including, but not limited to, the diamond canopy, the can signs of individual letters and the brick
and glass storefront. The remainder of the restaurant will be demolished as a part of this proposal.

The applicant is requesting to reduce the amount of parking to 138 spaces, a portion of which will now be
tandem. The applicant is seeking approval of a parking concession pursuant to Government Code § 65915
and G.M.C. § 30.36.090 from the Zoning Administrator. No other changes to the project are proposed.

Vassar Villas

Vassar Villas is proposed to be constructed as a 5-story affordable rental housing project with 146
subterranean parking spaces on an approximate 31,140 square foot Iot. The project includes 72 residential
units that consist of 42, 3-bedroom units and 30, 2-bedroom units. The 146 parking spaces will be located in
two levels of subterranean parking with a total of 106 parking spaces located on the Vassar Villas site and 40
spaces located on the adjacent Glendale City Lights site.

Pursuant to Section 30.36.070, The Number of Incentives and Concessions of the Glendale Municipal Code
allows for an affordable family housing project that provides at least 30% low-income households is three
incentives. The proposed project will have 100% of the units available to low income households, therefore,
the project would qualify for three incentives. The applicant is requesting concessions for density, the
number of stories, and in order to forego providing commercial uses along San Fernando Road.

The property is a 31,140 square foot site located in the SFMU “Commercial Residential Mixed Use" zone.
Zoning Ordinance would allow a maximum density of 62 residential dwelling units (87 units/acre). The
project is proposing 72 residential dwelfing units which is an increase of approximately 16%. According to
the Density Bonus Ordinance, the applicant would be aflowed a maximum density of 83 residential dwelling
units which equates to a 35% increase. Although the applicant would be able to constructed 83 units, they
are only requesting an additional 10 residential dwelling units in order to meet the project objectives.

140-UNIT AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING Pace 11
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Parking
Glendale City Lights

A total of 142 parking spaces would be provided in two subterranean levels. The upper level would contain a
total of 82 parking spaces that include four accessible parking spaces, 62 single-loaded standard parking
spaces, and 16 parking spaces contained in eight “sets” of two-deep tandem parking spaces. The upper
level would be accessed from both the driveway on San Fernando Road and from an internal ramp
connecting the upper and lower parking levels.

The lower parking level would contain a total of 60 parking spaces that include 48 single-lcaded standard
parking spaces and 12 parking spaces contained in six “sets” of two-deep tandem spaces. The lower
parking level would be accessed only from an internal ramp connecting the upper and lower parking levels.

Vassar Villas

A total of 146 parking spaces would be provided in two subterranean levels. These 146 parking spaces
would consist of four accessible parking spaces: 92 single-loaded standard parking spaces; and 50 parking
spaces contained in 25 “sets” of two-deep tandem parking spaces.

Forty of the parking spaces for Vassar Villas would be provided within the Glendale City Lights project site
(12 single-loaded standard parking spaces and 28 parking spaces contained in 14 “sets” of two-deep tandem
parking spaces) on the lower leve! of the Glendale City Lights subterranean parking garage and would be
segregated for the exclusive use of Vassar Villas. These 40 parking spaces would be accessed directly from
the lower parking level of Vassar Villas.

Requested Entitlements

Glendale City Lights

The applicant is requesting to revise the project to include 178 parking spaces. A total of 40 spaces will be
allocated for exclusive use by the Vassar Villas site. As a result, the applicant is seeking Zoning
Administrator approval of a parking concession pursuant to Government Code § 65915 and G.M.C. §
30.36.090 in order to reduce the previously approved 185 parking spaces to 138 parking spaces, a portion of
which will now be tandem. No other changes to the previously approved project are proposed.

Vassar Villag

The applicant is seeking approval of incentives and or concessions pursuant to Government Code § 65915
and G.M.C. § 30.36.090 from the Zoning Administrator to allow for increased density, additional story, and in
order to forego providing commercial use along San Fernando Road. The applicant is also seeking a
parking concession to allow for a reduction in parking and for use of tandem spaces. The project will require
Glendale Redevelopment Agency approval of the design and for a parking exception to ailow for the off site
parking. Approval from the Housing Authority is required for project funding.

Project Phasing

Construction of the Glendale City Lights began in April 2008 and is expected to be completed in October of
2009. Construction for Vassar Villas is proposed to begin in February 2009 and is expected to be completed

in July 2010.
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12 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The following section provides an evaluation of the impact categories and questions contained in the

checklist and identifies mitigation measures, if applicable.

A, AESTHETICS

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No
Would the project: Significant Impact With Significant |mpact
impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X

2. Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and X
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

3. Substantially degrade the existing visual character X
or gquality of the site and its surroundings?

4. Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views X
in the area?

1) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. The project site is located within a heavily urbanized area of the City with relatively flat
topography. No scenic vistas, as identified in the Open Space and Conservation Element (January
1993), exist within, or in proximity to, the project site. Therefore, no impacts to scenic vistas would

result from project implementation.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

2) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. No state scenic highway is located adjacent to, or within view of, the project site. No
impacts to scenic resources within a state scenic highway would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

3) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

No Impact. The Glendale City Lights site currently contains a commercial building and a surface
parking lot. The commercial building along San Fernando Road is one story in height and built
adjacent to or near the front property line. The building located on the project site was built between
1925 and 1930. The Vassar Villas site is currently vacant. It is not anticipated that the proposed
project will degrade the existing visual character of the site given the nature and style of the current
development. The proposed project is appropriate for residential buiidings in an urban environment.

The area surrounding the project site includes some single-family residences and two-and three-
story multi-family residences (along Vassar Avenue) and various one- and two- story commercial
uses, including a gas station, offices and auto-related businesses. The Forest Lawn Cemetery is
across San Fernando Road. Nearby buildings were constructed during various time periods with a
variety of architectural styles. The architectural style will require approval from the Glendale
Redevelopment Agency (GRA), which will review the site planning, architecture, materials and
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4)

tandscaping to ensure compatibility with the surrounding built environment. The proposed project
will not degrade the visual character of the surrounding area. No impacts associated with the
existing visual character of the surrounding neighborhood would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact. Day and nighttime lighting for the project would slightly increase as
a result of the new construction. The increase in lighting would occur primarily along San Fernando

Road and to a lesser degree along Vassar Avenue. Because of the commercial nature of San
Fernando Road, it is not anticipated to have significant adverse impacts or create substantial light or
glare problems. A small increase in lighting may occur along Vassar Avenue because of the
increase in intensity of the residential use. The lighting generated from the proposed buildings will
be similar to that of the adjacent multi-family buildings and, therefore, is not anticipated to create
significant adverse lighting impacts. The height and use of the proposed project at this location
would be compatible with existing and potential uses of adjacent sites. Therefore, it will not present

significant additional light or glare.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES

in determining whether impacts to agricultural

resources are significant environmental effects, lead Less Than

agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land
Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Department of
Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmiand.
Would the project Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
Impact With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmiand of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant 1o the
Farmtand Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricuitural
use?

2. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?

3, Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmiand, to non-agricuttural use?

X

1) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmiand of Statewide importance {Farmiand),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmiand Mapping and Monitoring Program

of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
No Impact. There is no prime farmiand, unique farmland, or farmiand of statewide Importance

within or adjacent to the proposed project site and no agricultural activities take place on the project
site. No agricultural use zone currently exists within the City of Glendale, nor are any agricultural

zones proposed. No impacts wouid occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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3)

1)

Conflict with existing zoning for agricuitural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. The proposed project site is located in a highly urbanized area. No portion of the
project site is proposed to include agricuitural zoning designations or uses, nor do any such uses
exist within the City of Glendale under the current General Plan and zoning. There are no
Williamson Act contracts in effect for the project site or surrounding vicinity. No conflicts with existing
zoning for agricultural use or Williamson Act contract would result. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmiand, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. There is no farmland in the vicinity of or on the proposed project site. No farmland
would be converted to non-agricultural uses under the proposed project. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

AIR QUALITY
Where available, the significance criteria estabiished Potentiall Is.ies:l f.‘:-:aar:.: Less Than
by the applicable air quality management or air Signific anyt i mga ct With Sianificant No
poliution control district may be relied upon _to make ﬂ-n pact Mitigation ?m pact Impact
the following determinations. Would the project: Incorporated
1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the X
applicable air guality plan?
2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality X

violation?

3. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
nan-attainment under an applicable federal or state X
ambient air guality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

4. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial poliutant X
concentrations?
5. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial X

number of paople?

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

No Impact. The project site is located within the City of Glendale, which is part of the South Coast
Air Basin (Basin) and is under the jurisdiction of the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD). The SCAQMD is the agency responsible for preparing the Air Quality Management
Plan (AQMP) for the Basin. Since 1979, a number of AQMPs have been prepared. The most recent
comprehensive plan fully approved by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency {(U.S. EPA) is the
2007 Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), which includes a variety of strategies and control

measures.

The AQMP was prepared to accommadate growth, to reduce the high levels of poliutants within the
areas under the jurisdiction of SCAQMD, to return clean air to the region, and to minimize the impact
on the economy. Projects that are considered to be consistent with the AQMP would not interfere
with attainment because this growth is included in the projections utilized in the formulation of the
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AQMP. Therefore, projects, uses, and activities that are consistent with the applicable assumption
used in the development of the AQMP would not jeopardize attainment of the air quality levels
identified in the AQMP, even if they exceed the SCAQMD's recommended daily emissions

thresholds.

Projects that are consistent with the projections of employment and population forecasts identified in
the Growth Management Chapter of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG) are
considered consistent with the AQMP growth projections, since the Growth Management Chapter
forms the basis of the land use and transportation control portions of the AQMP.

Population growth associated with the proposed project is included in the Southern California
Associations of Government (SCAG) projects for growth in the City of Glendale. The proposed
project does not result in population and housing growth that would cause growth in Glendale to
exceed the SCAG forecast. Consequently, implementation of the proposed project would be
consistent with AQMP attainment forecasts. Therefore, no impact would occur with relation to a
conflict with, or obstruction of, the implementation of the SCAQMD AQMP.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The URBEMIS 2007 model (Version

9.2.4) was used to estimate air quality impacts during the construction stage of the project. For
Glendale City Lights, a total of 68 mid-rise apartments are proposed to be constructed on a 0.9 acre
parcel. Vassar Villas comprises an additional 72 mid-rise apartments on an adjacent 0.7 acre parcel.
The construction schedule shows Glendale City Lights to be underway, with demolition having begun
at the beginning of April 2008; completion is projected for October 2009. The start of construction for
Vassar Villas is projected for February of 2009, with completion planned for July 2010. Substantial
soil excavation and off-site hauling will be required for construction of the below-grade parking —
30,000 yards in projected for Glendale City Lights and 17,000 yards for Vassar Villas. The resuits of
the URBEMIS model presumed that grading and excavation for the two sites would occur in two
separate phases. Phase 1 includes the development of the Glendale City Lights site and Phase 2
the Vassar Villas site. The model run also presumed that best management practice mitigations wili
be required. These mitigation measures have been included in the project. These best control
measures require the applicant to prepare a memorandum outlining all dust control measures, cease
all site preparation or excavation activities during periods of high winds, and ensure that all streets
adjacent to the project site are swept as needed. An additional mitigation was added requiring that
the grading and excavation of each phase not be done concurrently.

The model result (that included mitigation measures 1 through 5) indicate that the project would not
exceed any construction and operational thresholds established by the SCAQMD with the inclusion
of best management practice mitigations.

In 2006, the California State Legislature adopted AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act
of 2006 and the Governor signed it into law. AB 32 focuses cn reducing greenhouse gas {GHG} in
California. GHG as defined under AB 32 include: carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide,
hydrofluorocarbons, perflucrocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride. AB 32 requires the California Air
Resources Board (CARB), the State agency charged with regulating statewide air guality, to adopt
rules and regulations that would achieve greenhouse gas emissions equivalent to statewide levels in
1990 by 2020. On or before June 30, 2007, CARB is required to publish a list of discrete early action
GHG emission reduction measures that can be implemented by 2010.
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AB 32 also requires that by January 1, 2008, the State Board determines what the statewide
greenhouse gas emissions level was in 1990, and approve a statewide greenhouse gas emissions
limit that is equivalent to that level, to be achieved by 2020. While the level of 1990 GHG emissions
has not yet been approved, reported emissions vary from 425 to 468 Tg CO2 Eq. (CEC 20086). In
2004, the emissions were estimated at 492 Tg CO2 Eq. (CEC 2006). Conversely, linking the GHG
emissions to a project or plan to a direct influence on climate change could be considered overly
speculative at this time. As a result no GHG evaluation was performed for this project.

Mitigation Measures: Mitigation Measure 1 through 4 included in the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program would reduce impacts associate with air quality to a less than significant level.

3) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

Less Than Significant Impact. Please refer to Response C-1 and C-2 above.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

4) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. Sensitive residential receptors are located directly adjacent to the
project site to the south of the project site. However, as indicated above the project would be
required to comply with all applicable rules that govern construction related impacts. In addition, as
indicated in the model run performed for this project, no construction or operational impacts are
anticipated with the inclusion of best management practice mitigations. Therefore, the project would
not expose sensitive receptors to a substantial pollutant concentration; impacts are considered less
than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

5) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activity associated with the proposed project may
generate detectable odors from heavy-duty equipment exhaust in proximity to sensitive receptor
locations. However, any detectable odors or heavy-duty equipment exhaust would be associated
with initial construction and would be considered short-term. Significant long-term odor impacts are
not anticipated to occur from the project since itis a residential use. No significant impacts would
occur.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
D. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Less Than
I Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant impact With Significant | No +
Impact Mitigation Impact mpac
Incorporated

1. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or

through habitat modifications, on any species

identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special X

status species in local or regional plans, policies,

or regulaticns, or by the California Department of

Eish and Game or U.S. Fish and Witdlife Service?
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Less Than
I Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant Impact With Significant ImN:ct
Impact Mitigation impact P
Incorporated

2. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, X
regulations or by the Califernia Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

3. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited {o, X
marsh, vernat poal, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

4. Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory X
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

5. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biclogical rescurces, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance? X

6. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Cornmuinity X
Canservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish

and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. The proposed project is located in an area that has been heavily urbanized for many
years. No natural vegetation exists onsite or adjacent to the site. No wildlife species other than
those which can tolerate human activity and/or are typically found in urban environments are known
to exist onsite. These human-tolerant species are neither sensitive, threatened, nor endangered.
Implementation of the project would not result in any impacts to species identified as endangered,
threatened, sensitive, or being of special concern by the California Department of Fish and Game or
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service. The site does not provide suitable habitat for
endangered or rare species. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community

identified in local or regional pilans, policies, reguiations or by the California Department of
Fish and Game or U.$. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. The proposed project is located in an area that has been heavily urbanized for many
years. No riparian habitat and/or other sensitive natural communities are present within the vicinity,
and no such areas are present onsite or adjacent to the project site. No impacts would occur,

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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3) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact. The proposed project is located in an area that has been heavily urbanized for many
years. No federally protected wetlands are present within the vicinity, and no such areas are present
onsite or adjacent to the project site. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

4) interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact. The proposed project is located in an area that has been heavily urbanized for many
years. The area has been substantially modified by human activity. Implementation of the proposed
project will not interfere with the movement of native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

5) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact. The proposed project iies within an area that has been heavily urbanized for many
years. No protected biological resources are present onsite. In addition, there are no indigenous
trees, as defined in Chapter 12.44 of the Glendale Municipal Code (GMC), located on the project
site. Implementation of the proposed project will not conflict with any local policy designed to protect
biological resources. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

6) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. No Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved habitat conservation plan has been adopted to include the project site. Therefore, the
project would not conflict with any such plans. No impacts would occur.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
E. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Less Than
— Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant Impact With Significant I No +
Impact Mitigation Impact mpac
Incorporated
1. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in X
CEQA Guidelines §15064.57
2. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource X
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.57
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Less Than
o Potentially Significant Loss Than
Would the project: Significant Impact With Significant ImNgct
impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

3. Directly or indirectly destroy a unigue
paleontological resource or site or unique X
geologic feature?

4. Disturb any human remains, including those X
interred outside of formai cemeteries?

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in
CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?7

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The Vassar Villas site is currently
undeveloped. The Glendale City Lights site is currently deveioped with a commercial use and the
building was constructed between 1925 and 1930. With the exception of the first twenty (20) feet of
the Algemac's Restaurant building (the front and pertions of the side facades), which will be
incorporated into the design of the project, the remainder of the building and improvements on-site
will be demolished as a resuit of this project. No on-site structures are designated on the Glendate
Register of Historic Resources, the California Register of Historical Resources or the National
Register of Historic Places. A historic report was prepared by Kaplan Chen Kaplan (KCK), a firm
recognized as experts in historic preservation, for the Algemac’s Restaurant building located at 3673
San Fernando Road. The historic assessment concluded that whiie the building possesses some
“Googie” influences, this building was not eligible for the Glendale Register of Historic Resources,

the State Register or the National Register.

On November 22, 2004, the Historic Preservation Commission reviewed the KCK assessment of the
Algemac’s building. At this meeting, Alan Leib, of the Los Angeles Conservancy Modern Committee
spoke and submitted a letter from Atan Hess, author of "Googie: Fifties Coffee Shop Architecture”
and “Googie Redux: Ultramodern Roadside Architecture” who disagreed with the conclusions of the
KCK repert. The letter states that Algemac's is significant as one of the last remaining examples of
this style in Glendale in that four elements used in the building and the way they are composed
identifies it as a Googie style building. These elements include the diamond-shaped canopy entry,
the expansive use of glass windows, the square can lights spelling out the name along the fascia
and the now removed sign.

On November 30, 2004, KCK provided supplemental information to address the issues raised in the
Hess letter. The Director of Planning referred the Negative Declaration to the Environmental
Planning Board along with the Historic Preservation Commission's comments. The Environmental
Planning Board met on December 6, 2004, and after considering oral and written testimony, stated
that an Environmental Impact Report be prepared. Due to the difference of opinion as to the
potential historic significance of the existing building, the previous project applicant and City staff
consulted with interested parties, including The Glendale Historical Society and the Los Angeles
Conservancy, concerning the project's effect on the existing building. Therefore, the project is
designed to incorporate exterior portions of the Algemac’s Restaurant building, including ail those
elements which contribute to its architectural significance.

The project has been designed to include the following:

1. The new portion of the project aligned with Algemac'’s is stepped back from San Femando
Road.

2. The new portion of the project aligned with Algemac’s steps back in height.

140-UNIT AFFORDABLE RENTAL HOUSING

Pace 20

3673 AND 3685 SaN FERNANDO ROAD



PEIF No. 2008-007 May 2008

3. Atthe northern end of the Algemac’s building, the first floor of the new portion of the project is
set back from San Fernando Road.

4. The diamond-shaped porte-cochere is maintained.

The retention and reincorporation of architecturally or historically important elements in accordance
with the mitigation measures incorporated herein will reduce the impacts of this project to a level
below significance. This conclusion is based upon the particular features of this building, its historic
setting, its proposed new setting within the proposed project and the features of the new building.

Algemac's will be disassembled and moved off site and re-incorporated into the new building in
accordance with the attached mitigation measures, which require adherence to the Secretary of
Interior Standards. With adoption of these mitigation measures, the impact of the project is reduced
to a level below significance.

Mitigation Measures: Mitigation Measure 9 through 13 included in the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program would reduce impacts associate with parks to a iess than significant level.

2) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15064.5?
Less Than Significant Impact. The project site has been previously graded and any surficial
archaeological resources, which may have existed at one time, have likely been previously disturbed
or destroyed and therefore, implementation of the proposed project is not likely to uncover any such
resources. However, should any such resources be discovered at any time during the development
of the project, they would be treated in accordance with state and federal guidelines for disclosure,
recovery and preservation, as appropriate. No significant impacts to archaeological resources are
anticipated as a result of the proposed project.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

3) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?
Less Than Significant Impact. The project site has been previously graded and any surficial
paleontological resources, which may have existed at one time, have likely been previously disturbed
or destroyed and therefore, implementation of the proposed project is not likely to uncover any such
resources. However, should any such resources be discovered at any time during the development
of the project, they would be treated in accordance with state and federal guidelines for disclosure,
recovery and preservation, as appropriate. No significant impacts to paleontological resources are
anticipated as a result of the proposed project.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

4) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located within a heavily urbanized area and has
been previously developed. Within the project site, any traditional burial resources, which included
archaeological sites, burial sites, ceremonial areas, gathering areas, or any other natural area
important to a culture for religious or heritage reasons, would likely be associated with the Native
American group know as the Gabrielino. No known traditional burial sites exist within the project
site, nor have any resources been identified in the vicinity. However, should any discovery of
resources occur at any time during the development of the project, they would be treated in
accordance with state and federal guidelines for disclosure, recovery and preservation, as
appropriate, including contacting the Los Angeles County Coroner. No significant impacts to human
remains are anticipated as a result of the proposed project.
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Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the project;

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation
incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
impact

1. Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i} Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of
a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.

i)  Strong seismic ground shaking?

iiiy  Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

2. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

3. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on-
or off-site landslide, laterai spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

4. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the California Building Code
(2001), creating substantial risks to life or

property?

5. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting
the use of seplic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of waste water?

foss, injury, or death involving:

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special

Publication 42,

Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not within an established Alquist-Priolo Fault
Zone for surface fault rapture hazards. Based on the available geologic data, active or potentially

active faults with the potential for surface fault rapture are not known to be located directly beneath
or projecting toward the project site. Therefore, the potential for surface rapture as a result of fault
plane displacement during the design life of the project is less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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i)

i)

iv)

2)

3)

Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The project site is located in the

Hollywood Fauit Zone. A geological study shail be conducted in accordance with the California
Geological Survey guidelines for surface fault rupture evaluations. A State-certified engineering
geologist, having competence in the field of seismic hazard evaluation and mitigation shall review the
study to determine the adequacy of the hazard evaluation and proposed mitigation measures and
determine whether requirements of State law are satisfied in accordance with Note 49: Guidelines for
Evaluating Hazard of Surface Fault Rupture. Additionaily, construction of the project will be required
to meet ail current building and seismic safety standards and established building codes regulating
grading and building construction.

Mitigation Measyres: Mitigation Measure 8 included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program would reduce impacts associate with geology and soils to a less than significant level.

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

No impact. Liguefaction is a phenomenon in which saturated silty to cohesionless soils below the
groundwater table are subject to a temporary loss of strength due to the buildup of excess pore
pressure during cyclic loading conditions such as those induced by an earthquake. Liguefaction-
related effects include loss of bearing strength, amplified ground oscillations, lateral spreading, and
flow failures. The project site is not located within an area prone to liguefaction as indicated in the
City's Safety Element (August 2003). Therefore, no impacts associated with liquefaction would

occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Landslide;?

No Impact. The project site and immediate area are relatively flat. The probability of seismically
induced landslides occurring on the site is considered to be low due to the lack of elevation
difference and slope geometry across or adjacent to the site. In addition, the project site is not
located within a designated landslide hazard zone, as indicated in the City of Glendale General Plan
Safety Element (August 2003). No landslide impacts are anticipated to occur as a result of the

proposed project.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant impact. Implementation of the proposed project could result in exposure of
onsite soils during construction. Since the project site is relatively flat and soils would be exposed for
a limited amount of time, substantial erosion is not expected to occur. An erosion control plan,
subject to review and approval by the City Engineer will be required prior to any construction-related
activities. Such plans must include procedures and equipment necessary to contain onsite soils and
minimize potential for contaminated runoff from the construction site. As a resuit, no significant
impacts would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
resuit of the project, and potentially result in an onsite or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Less Than Significant Impact. Subsidence is the process of lowering the elevation of an area of
the earth's surface and can be caused by tectonic forces deep within the earth or by consolidation
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and densification of sediments sometimes due to withdrawal of fluids such as groundwater. The
project site is not located in an area of significant subsidence activity and would not include fluid
withdrawal or removal. In addition, as indicated in Response F-1 (iii), above, the soil under the
project site is not prone to liquefaction. Therefore, no significant impacts related to unstable scils are

anticipated to occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the California Building Code
(2001), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Significant Impact. A soils investigation prepared by Geosystems, Inc., dated August
27. 2004 for the maijority of the project site determined that the soils in the development area are

considered low in expansion potential. This finding was based on laboratory testing and soil
classification at the site. In addition, the project would be required to comply with the Universal
Building Code, state, and local building codes. Because the project would be required to comply
with applicable building codes and the fact that existing soils on the site have a low expansive
potential no significant impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative waste
water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?

No Impact. The proposed project site is currently connected to the City’s sewer system. No septic
tanks will be utilized as part of the project. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Less Than
L Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant | ImpactWith | Significant lmN: ot
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

1. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or X
disposal of hazardous materials?

2. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasanably foreseeable upset X
ang accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

3. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste X
within one-guarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

4. Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a X
result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

5. For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within X
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety hazard for
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3)

Less Than
. Potentiatly Significant Less Than
Would the profect: Significant impact With Significant ImN?act
Impact Mitigation impact P
Incorporated
people residing or working in the project site?
6. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
X

would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project site?

7. Impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan of X
emergency evacuation plan?

8. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildiand fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to X
urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

No Impact. The project involves the development of residential uses. Such uses do not generally
involve the routine use, transport, or disposal of significant amounts of hazardous materials. No new
hazardous materials will be generated at the site. No impacts are anticipated to occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

Less Than Significant impact. The project would be required to comply with all applicable rules
established by the SCAQMD, included Rule 403 and 402, during the construction phase of the
project that would prevent dust from migrating beyond the project site. Therefore, no significant
impacts are anticipated to occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances,
or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Less Than Significant Impact. Cerritos Elementary School is located within one-quarter mile of the
project site. However, the project would not emit any new hazardous emissions or handle hazardous

materials since residential uses are proposed.

As indicated above in Response G-3, the project would be required to comply of all applicable rules
established by the SCAQMD, included Rule 403 and 402, during the construction phase of the
project that would prevent dust from migrating beyond the project site. In addition, since the
proposed project includes residential uses no hazardous materials other than typical household
cleaning products would be located on the project site. Therefore, no significant impacts are

anticipated as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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5)

6)

®

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact. The project site is not included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962.5. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in
a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project site?

No Impact. The proposed project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two
miles of a public airport or public use airport. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or working in the project site?
No Impact. No private airstrips are located in the City of Glendale or in the vicinity of the project

site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not result in any safety hazards for
people residing on the project site. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. San Fernando Road is identified as a “County Evacuation Route” in the City's Safety
Element (August 2003). However, the proposed project does not involve any changes to San
Fernando Road nor would the project result in the alteration of an adopted emergency response plan
or evacuation ptan. As such, no impacts to emergency response plans or emergency evacuation
plans would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigaticn measures are required.

8) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

No Impact. The project site is located within an area that has been heavily urbanized for years and
is not classified as a Fire Hazard Area by the City of Glendale Fire Department, as indicated in the
City of Glendale General Plan Safety Element (August 2003). No wildlands or naturally vegetated
areas are located within or near the project site, as the area is built out. No impacts associated with
wildland fires would occur.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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H. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Less Than
R Potentially Significant Less Than

Would the project: Significant Impact With Significant lmN:ct
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

1. Violate any water quality standards or waste X
discharge requirements?

2. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volumne or a lowering of the local groundwater X
table level {e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby weills would drop to a level which would
not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

3. Substantiaily alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of stream or river, in a manner which X
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site?

4. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattem of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, or substantially X
increase the rate or amount of surface runoffin a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-
site?

5. Create or contribute runoff water which woutd
exceed the capacity of existing or planned X
stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additionat sources of polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? X

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary X
or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood
hazard delineation map?

8. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures which would impede or redirect flood X
flows?

9. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving floeding, including X
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?

10. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? X

1) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Less Than Significant Impact. Under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act, the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) has established reguiations under the Nationai Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) program to control direct storm water discharges. In City of Glendale,
the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWCQB) administers the NPDES permitting
program and is responsible for developing NPDES permitting requirements. The NPDES program
regulates industrial pollutant discharges that include construction activities. Implementation of the
proposed project will require compliance with all the NPDES reguirements including the submittal
and certification of plans and details showing both construction and post-construction Best
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2}

3)

4)

5)

Management Practices (BMPs) that are integrated into the design of the project. The submittal of a
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP), as approved by the City Engineer, will aiso be
required to be integrated into the design of the project. Therefore, implementation of the proposed
project is not expected to violate any water quality standards or waste water discharge requirements
since the project will be required to comply with applicable permitting requirements. No significant
impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater table level {e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a
fevel which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have

been granted)?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project does not involve additions or withdrawals of
groundwater. The amount of hardscape proposed on the project site would be similar to the current
on-site conditions since the project site was previously developed for restaurant uses with surface
parking. The proposed project would comply with minimum landscape requirements. The proposed
project would not significantly interfere with the recharge of local groundwater or deplete the
groundwater supplies relative to existing conditions. No significant impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of stream or river, in a manner, which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is relatively flat and no water courses run through it.
Currently, water which falls on the site drains to San Fernando Road or Vassar Avenue. These
conditions would not significantly change as a result of the project. The project will not alter the
course of a stream or river since ne river or stream is located on the site nor would the project result
in a substantial increase in runoff. No significant impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would resuit in flooding on- or off-site?

L ess than Significant Impact. Flood hazards due to heavy precipitation can result in inundation of
developed areas due to overflow of nearby stream courses or from inadequate local storm drain
facilities, if not sized to accommodate large storm events. However, the City has developed a flood
control system that provides protection for its residents. The amount of surface runoff would not
substantial increase. The proposed project would not alter the course of a stream or river. In
addition, no Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)-designated flood zones are located
within the project site as indicated in the City of Glendale General Plan Safety Element (August
2003). Therefore, no significant flooding impacts would occur as a result of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of poliuted runoff?
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7)

8}

9}

10)

Less than Significant Impact. Please refer to Responses H-1, H-3, and H-4 above. The amount of
impervious surfaces would be similar to existing conditions. As a result, the project would not
substantially increase the amount of runoff from the site. No significant impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

1 ess than Significant Impact. Please refer to Response H-1 above.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

No Impact. No portion of the project site is located within a 100-year floodplain, as shown on the
latest FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map and in the City of Glendale General Plan Safety Element

(August 2003). No impacts would occur.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows?

No Impact. As previously stated in Response H-7 above, the project site is not located within a 100-
year flood hazard area. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not result in any

impacts in this regard.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

No Impact. According to the City of Glendale General Plan Safety Element (August 2003}, the
project site is not located within inundation zones from failure of upstream dams. Therefore, no

impacts would occur.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfiow?

No Impact. Tsunamis are large ccean waves generated by sudden water displacement caused by a
submarine earthquake, landslide, or volcanic eruption. A review of the County of Los Angeles Flood
and Inundation Hazards Map indicates that the site does not lie within the mapped tsunami
inundation boundaries. Therefore, no seiche, tsunami, or mudflow impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less Than
. Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant Impact With | Significant ImNth
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
1. Physically divide an established community? X
PaGe 28
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Less Than
— Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant impact With Significant ImNgct
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

2. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy,
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project {(including, but not limited to the generat X
plan, specific pian, local coastal program, or
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

3. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation X
ptan or natural community conservation plan?

Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The project site is located on an infill site, which is currently undeveloped. The project
site will develop the site with residential uses similar to those located adjacent and to the south. No
established community would be divided as a result of the project. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction
over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

Less Than Significant Impact. The zoning designation on the project site is IMU-R
(industriallCommercial-Residential Mixed Use) and SFMU (Commercial/Residential Mixed Use).

The general plan designation is Mixed Use. The zoning designations within 300 foot radius of the
subject site include R-3050, IMU-R and SFMU. The project site is an infill site surrounded by urban
development. Commercial uses are generally located north, northeast and northwest of the project
site and residential uses south of the project site. The proposed project would not physicaily divide
the existing community in that no existing streets or pedestrian ways are proposed for vacation and
the use proposed on the site (residential) is located in the immediate area.

The General Plan targets this area for industrial, commercial and residential land uses. The
proposed project complies with the land use pian for the area in that the project incorporates
residential uses on the site, which is located in an area with a variety of uses.

A Conditional Use Permit (CUP) was approved by the Zoning Administrator in June of 2007, which
was required to allow residential units in a building located in an IMU-R zone. In addition, since the
project site is adjacent to residential uses to the south, proposed residential uses are suitable in this
setting and would not conflict with any land use plan, policy or regulation nor would they supplant
commercial or industrial uses from locating in the area.

The proposed project on the Vassar Villas site exceeds that allowable density for the SFMU zone;
however, Section 30.38 of the Glendale Municipat Code (GMC) allows for an increase in the density
provided that affordable units are included in the project. Section 30.36 of the GMC is consistent
with the states density bonus laws (SB1818) requiring that local agencies allow for increased density
when affordable housing is proposed. Since all 72-units will be made availabie to affordable
households the project qualifies for such a density bonus. Therefore, no impacts associated with
applicable land use plans and policies would occur.

In addition to exceeding the density, the applicant is seeking Zoning Administrator approval of
incentives and or concessions pursuant to Government Cede § 65915 and G.M.C. § 30.36.090 to
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allow for one additional story without exceed that ailowable overall height and in order to forego
providing a commercial use along San Fernando Road. No significant impacts associated with the

requested concession is anticipated.

The proposed project is consistent with the San Fernando Road Rezeoning Program, in that it
provides for high quality residential development. The project would not have a significant

environmental effect associated with land use and planning.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

3) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation

plan?

No Impact. There is no habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan in the
project site or vicinity. As such, the implementation of the proposed project could not conflict with

any such pians. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

J. MINERAL RESOURCES
Less Than
. Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project. Significant | ImpactWith | Significant |mN° .
Impact Mitigation impact pac
Incorporated

1)

2)

1. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resaurce that would be of value to the X
region and the residents of the state?

2. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site X
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or
other land use plan?

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. The project site is completely urbanized and is not within an area that has been
identified as containing valuable mineral resources, as indicated in the City’s Open Space and
Conservation Element (January 1993). In addition, residential development has occurred on the site
in the past. Therefore, development on the project site would not result in the loss of availability of a

known mineral resource. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. As indicated in Response J-1 above, there are no known mineral resources within the
project site. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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1)

NOISE

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than

Significant
impact With

Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where siuch a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project site to excessive noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project site to excessive noise levels?

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Less Than Significant impact. The proposed project involves the construction of a 140-unit
affordable rental housing development. This type of use is permitted on the subject site.
Surrounding 'and uses include larger multi-family complexes and commercial uses. While this
residential use will be slightly more intensive than the by-right density, it is not anticipated to
generate noise in excess of the limits contained in the Noise Element.

The project site is located within the 70 CNEL and over noise contour as shown on the map of the
2030 Noise Contours, Exhibit 2 of the City's Noise Element. Table 1 of the Noise Element indicates
that multi-family projects are “Normally Unacceptable” where the noise levels exceed 70 CNEL
unless a detailed analysis of the noise reduction requirements are made and the needed noise
insulation features are included in the design. Program 3.1 of the Noise Element requires that
residential projects located within 2 60 CNEL or higher noise contour, as shown on the map of the
2030 Noise Contours, Exhibit 2, address potentially significant environmental impacts by preparing a
noise study. Consistent with the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 24, Noise Insulation
Standards, Tahle 2 of the Noise Element requires that the interior noise environment of residential
structures maintains a 45 CNEL noise level. The required noise study is intended to show that these

standards can be met.

An acoustic noise analysis was prepared for the proposed project by Investigative Science and
Engineering, inc., dated May 7, 2008. Using existing and projected traffic volumes on San Fernando
Road, Brand Boulevard, and Vassar Avenue, the acoustical model runs indicates that the building
facades within the project site primarily along San Fernando Road would have noise exposure ievels
exceeding the CCR Title 24 noise abatement thresholds of 45 CNEL.
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Additional model runs were then preformed to determine if building materials and construction
techniques employed for the project would reduce the interior noise levels. Based upon these model
runs the estimated interior noise levels would be as high as 56.7 CNEL with the windows open. This
condition would require a closed window condition to comply with CCR title 24 requirements and as
a result, mechanical equipment would be required. Because the project does includes mechanical
equipment that would allow windows to be in the closed position the project would meet the
requirements of CCR title 24.

The common open space would be buffered from roadway noise by the proposed buildings.
Therefore, ne significant impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

2) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne
noise levels?

L ess Than Siqgnificant Impact. Excessive groundborne vibration is typically associated with
activities such as blasting used in mining operations, or the use of pile drivers during construction.
The project would not require any blasting activities and any earth movement associated with project
construction is not anticipated to require pile driving. Structural support required for the development
of the project would be installed by drilling bore holes, installing steel I-beams, and grouting with
concrete. Therefore, the project is not expected to generate excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels. No significant impacts are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

3) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

{ ess Than Significant Impact. As indicated in Response K-1 above, significant noise impacts are
not anticipated to result from the long-term operation of the proposed project.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

4) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant Impagct. Short-term noise impacts could occur as a result of construction
activities. All development within the project site will be required to comply with the City of Glendale
Noise Ordinance {Municipal Code Chapter 8.36), which prohibits construction activities to between
the hours of 7:00 p.m. on cne day and 7:00 a.m. of the next day or from 7:00 p.m. on Saturday to
7:00 a.m. on Monday or from 7:00 p.m. preceding a holiday. Compliance with the City’s noise
ordinance would ensure that no significant impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

5) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project site to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport. No impacts would occur.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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6) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing

or working in the project site to excessive noise levels?

No impact. There are no private airstrips located on or within the vicinity of the project site. No

impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

L. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than

Significant
Impact With

Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1)

2)

3)

Incorporated

1. Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, X
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

2. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

3. Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement X
housing elsewhere?

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other

infrastructure)?

Less Than Significant impact. The project site is located in the IMU-R and SFMU zones, which
encourages development with residential land uses. The proposed project is consistent with the
General Plan and future vision of the area, which targets residential uses in existing commercial and
industrial area of the City, and is, therefore, not growth inducing. Therefore, no significant impacts

are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The project site is niot developed with residential uses. No amount of housing will be
removed as part of the project. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing eisewhere?

No Impact. No people currently reside on the project site. No impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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1)

a)

b)

PUBLIC SERVICES
Less Than
N Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant Impact With Significant I mNg ot
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
1.  Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacls associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental faciliies,
need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times or other performance objectives for any of
the public services:
a) Fire protection? X
b) Police protection? X
¢} Schoals? X
d) Parks? X
@) Other public facilities? X

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection?

{ ess Than Significant impact. The City of Glendale Fire Department {GFD) provides fire and
paramedic services to the project site. The project will be required to comply with the Uniform Fire

Code, including installation of fire sprinklers, and to submit plans to the Glendale Fire Department at
the time building permits are submitted to ensure adequate fire flow protection.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Police protection?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Glendale Police Department (GPD) provides police services to
the project site. The overall need for police protection services are not expected to increase
significantly as a resutt of the proposed project as the project site is located in an already urbanized

area.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Schools?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project will have a less than significant impact on
schools. Section 65995 of the Government Code provides that school districts can collect a feeona
per square foot basis for new residential units or additions to existing units to assist in the
construction of or addition to schools. The State has determined that payment of the school fee
mitigates impacts to schools to a level less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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d)

1)

Parks?
Less than Significant Impact. See discussion under Sections N.1 and N.2 below.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Other public facilities?

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is a previously developed infill parcel and can be
adequately served by existing public facilities. No significant impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

RECREATION
Less Than
— Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant | ImpactWith | Significant | | N°
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

1. Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial X
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated?

2. Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of X
recreational facilities which might have an
adverse physical effect on the environment?

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur

or be accelerated?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The project, as proposed, is

consistent with the City's Land Use Element, which designates the project site as Mixed Use. At the
City's average ratio of residents per household of 2.8, the project will generate approximately 392
residents at the site. The project proposes 102 three bedroom and 38 two bedroom units and will
likely attract more families with children than typical multifamily projects.

The project is required to provide 140 square feet per unit of private / common open space. To meet
this requirement, the project will be providing private balconies and patios, a children’s outdoor play
area, central courtyard, and gardens accessible to all building occupants. Also included will be a
recreation room, computer room, and other indoor amenities. The on-site recreational facilities are
for the residents of the project and will enhance their guality of life.

The project is located in southwest Glendale which is deficient in park space. The City's Recreation
Element divides the City into eleven identified Recreation Planning Areas. The Recreation Element
uses these Recreation Planning Areas to identify deficiencies within the existing park system and

has identified every planning area in southern Glendale is being deficient in neighborhood parkland.

With a large number of multi-housing units cccupied by lower and moderate income families, the
area is significantly deficient in parkland. In 1996, the Recreation Element identified every recreation
planning area in southern Glendale as being at least 30 percent underserved by neighborhood parks

and that number has likely increased since then.
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As it relates to community park facilities, which are defined in the General Plan’s 1996 Recreation
Element as parks / recreation facilities of 10 — 30 acres in size suited for intense park development
with active park uses, there are no community park faciiities within close proximity to the project site.
Although the Recreation Element identifies the service area for a community park as 1 mile in size, it
also notes that the community parks serve the entire city. (Recreation Element, Chapter 1) There are
currently seven community parks within the City, containing approximately 190 acres of developed
parkland in community parks and a total of approximately 1,800 acres of parkland open space.

The City is also deficient with respect to Neighborhood Parks - defined in the Recreation Element as
parks space typically consisting of 2-10 acres of developed parks area with a mix of intense
recreational activities such as game fields, court games, playground apparatus, and passive uses
such as viewing and sitting areas and picnic grounds. The closest neighborhood park facilities to the
proposed project are Pacific Park and Community Center and Maple Park, both approximately 1.5
miles from the project site.

The project will be located across San Fernando Road from the new Cerritos Mini-Park. Cerritos
Park is adjacent to Cerritos Elementary School. It is reasonable to conclude that the project’s
residents will make use of the Cerritos park facility, neighborhood and community park facilities.

While the project will contain several features or amenities that will help reduce the demand for
certain recreational facilities offered in neighborhood and community parks, these amenities do not
substitute for active recreational facilities like sports fields, game courts, and similar sports facilities
only available in neighborhood and community parks, and which are in high demand by the
community. This will be family oriented project and its residents will use the existing park and
recreational facilities that are already in high demand. This additional demand will accelerate
deterioration to the existing park facilities and create a significant impact.

As mitigation, the project will pay a mitigation impact fee (‘Fee”) equal to the amount set forth in the
City’s Public Facilities Fee Study, dated August 16, 2006 (“Study”), as the full impact fee for
mitigating this project’s impact to recreation facilities. That amount is $14,385 per unit. The Study
establishes: the use of the proposed fees; the need for the fee based on maintaining the City’s
existing service levels; the reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
public facilities needed to maintain the City’s existing facility standards. The Study is inciuded in the

record for this Project.

CEQA allows the payment of fees as mitigation if the lead agency explains how the use of the fee
will result in mitigation. The City of Glendale has several projects in the planning stages that are in
need of additional funding. These include the Pacific Park pool project. Pacific Park previously had
the only community pool facility in the City, but that facility was removed to make way for the Edison
Pacific School Park project. The City is in the process of implementing plans to bring a community
pool facility back to southern Glendale in Pacific Park. This will be a significant City recreational
facility available no where else in the City.

The City has recently selected a design consultant to begin the project’s preliminary design phase.
The Pacific Park pool project is currently estimated at a range of $5.4 million and currently has
$4.042 million allocated, including a recent allocation of Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funding. The City will likely consider another allocation of CDBG funding in the next fiscal
year in the amount $1.3 million. The allocation of the impact fee will bring the pool project closer to
having adequate funding to proceed within a reasonable time periad and will provide mitigation for
the project.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 66006, the City is required by the Mitigation Fee Act to put
the Fee into a separate account for use of capital improvements for the purpose for which it was
collected. The City must use the Fee within five (5) years or make findings as to its anticipated date
of use every five years. Given that the City is under statutory mandates to use the fee and set
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reasonable schedules for the construction of public facilities to be financed with the Fee, the Fee will
constitute adequate mitigation for the project’s individual contribution to parks and recreation
facilities. Other options for use of the Fee include Maryland mini-park.

Mitigation Measures: Mitigation Measure 14 included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program would reduce impacts associated with parks to a less than significant level.

2) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. Refer to Response N-1 above.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

0. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

1)

Lass Than
s, Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant Impact With Significant ImNgct
Impact Mitigation Impact P
incorporated

1. Cause an increase in traffic which is substantiai in

relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of

the street system (i.e., result in a substantial X

increase in either the number of vehicle trips, the

volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at

intersections)?
2. Exceed, either individually or cumutatively, a leve!

of service standard established by the county X

congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

3. Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in X
location that results in substantial safety risks?

4. Substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature (g.g., sharp curves or dangerous X
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

Result in inadequate emergency accass? X

Result in inadequate parking capacity? X

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus X
turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., resultin a substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

Less than Significant Impact.

A traffic impact analysis was prepared for the proposed project to identify any potentially significant
and adverse traffic-related impacts both during construction and upon completing and operation of
the project. The analysis was prepared utilizing guidelines and procedures provided by the City of
Glendale Traffic & Transportation Division and those contained in the 2004 Congestion
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Management Program for Los Angeles County, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (Metro), July 2004.
In addition, the project’s site access, circulation, and parking design were analyzed to determine if

the project site will safely and efficiently accommodate vehicle traffic entering the site, traveling
within the site, and existing the site. This analysis was based on commonly accepted traffic and

engineering parking design principles.
The City's Traffic & Transportation Division review the traffic analysis and concurs with the findings
and recommendations. The traffic analysis concluded the following:

« The project would not exert any significant and adverse impacts on any intersection.
e The project would not exert any significant and adverse impacts on any local street segments.

s The project’s driveway on San Fernando Road serving Glendale City Lights should serve as
the south leg of the signalized San Fernando Road/Glendale Avenue intersection. One
inbound land and one outbound lane should be provided. All traffic movements to and from
the driveway should be allowed and, moreover, should be regulated by the traffic signal.

« The project’s driveway on Vassar Avenue serving Vassar Villas should contain one inbound
lane and one outbound lane. All traffic movements to and from the driveway should be
allowed and, moreover movements should be regulated by stop-sign control upon intersecting
Vassar Avenue.

e The project would not exert any significant and adverse impacts on I-5, SR-134, or SR-2.

e The project would not exert any significant and adverse impacts on the Metro or Glendale
Beeline public transit system.

« The project would not exert any significant and adverse traffic-related impacts during
construction.

« The project's site access, circulation, and parking design would be easily understood by the
average driver. The two proposed driveways would provide adequate traffic-carrying capacity
to accommodate the project’s peak-hour trip generation in a safe, effective, and efficient
manner. In addition, the project’s two subterranean parking levels (in both Glendale City
Lights and Vassar Villas) are very straight forward and efficient in design, i.e. flat-floor parking
levels interconnected with speed ramps and containing 90-degree parking with two-way
circulation aisles.

The project would not create any significant and adverse traffic-related impacts during either
construction or operation of the proposed project.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

2) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?
L ess than Significant Impact. As discussed above in Response O-1, the proposed project is not
anticipated to result in any significant increase in traffic on the area roadway network. Therefore, no
significant impacts would occur.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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3)

4)

5)

6)

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within the vicinity of a
private air strip. No impacts on air traffic patterns would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

{ ess Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. Traffic mitigation measures

proposed will ensure project ingress and egress to the site from the intersection of Glendale Avenue
and San Fernando Road will be appropriately coordinated. In addition, adverse traffic and safety
impacts will be mitigated by designing the project driveway for the Glendale City Lights preject on
San Fernando Road to operate as the south leg of the San Fernande Road/Glendale Avenue
intersection. The driveway will be required to maintain a minimum of 24 feet in width and to be
constructed with alley-type curb returns. Traffic entering and exiting the driveway will be regulated

by a traffic signali.

Mitigation Measures: Mitigation Measure & included in the Mitigation Monitering and Reporting
Program would reduce impacts associated with traffic to a less than significant level.

Result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. The proposed project will be designed to utilize the existing network of regional and
local roadways focated in the vicinity of the project site. Access to the proposed semi-subterranean
parking garage would be provided on San Fernando Road for the Glendale City Lights Project and
on Vassar Avenue for the Vassar Villas site. No changes to the existing roadway network are
proposed as a result of the project. Therefore, no impacts to emergency access would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Resuit in inadequate parking capacity?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated, The project includes the

development of two affordable rental housing projects located on adjacent sites. The project would
include a total of 140 apartment units. Of the 140 units, 68 units are located on the Glendale City
Lights site at 3673 San Fernando Road and 72 units would be located at the Vassar Villas site at
3685 San Fernando Road. A total of 284 parking spaces would be provided for both project sites. A
total of 178 parking spaces would be located on the Glendale City Lights site and 108 parking
spaces would be located on the Vassar Villas site. Of the 178 parking spaces on the Glendale City
Lights site, 40 parking spaces would go towards the parking space total for Vassar Villas. As a result
of shifting 40 spaces from the Glendale City Lights site to the Vassar Villas project would include 148

parking spaces.

Pursuant to the Glendale Municipal Code (GMC) the Glendale City Lights project would require a
total of 183 parking spaces including 17 guest spaces. The Vassar Villas project would alse require

183 parking spaces including 18 guest spaces.

As currently proposed, neither Glendale City Lights nor Vassar Villas would centain sufficient parking
to satisfy the parking requirements for apartments specified in the GMC. Not only is the gross
number of parking spaces insufficient for each project, but each project includes the use of some
tandem parking. Whereas tandem parking is permissible for projects meeting the minimum
qualification to qualify for a density bonus, the GMC only recognizes the rear parking space of a
tandem parking configuration in satisfying code required parking.
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Pursuant to Government Code § 65915 and GMC § 30.36.090 an applicant for a housing
development meeting the minimum requirements to qualify for a density bonus may apply for a
parking concession pursuant to the following ratios inclusive of handicapped and guest parking:

Number of Bedrooms Minimum Number of Parking Spaces
Zero (0) to one {1) bedrooms 1 onsite parking space
Two {2} to three (3) bedrooms 2 onsite parking spaces
Four {4) and more bedrooms 2 and ¥z parking spaces

The project does meet the minimum requirements to qualify for a density bonus and therefore, may
request approval to reduce the amount of parking for the project consistent with the ratios in above
table inclusive of handicapped and guest parking.

The applicant is requesting the approval of a parking concession to allow for the proposed reduction
in parking from the approved 183 space to 138 spaces (183 required), a portion of which will be
tandem for the Glendale City Lights project. The applicant is also requesting the approval of a
parking concession for the proposed reduction in code required parking, including the use of tandem
spaces for the Vassar Villas project (146 proposed; 183 required).

Glendale City Lights

Vehicle access for the site would be provided via a single driveway on San Fernando Road. This
driveway would contain one inbound travel lane, one outbound travel lane, and would function as the
south leg of the current signalized intersection of San Fernando Road and Glendale Avenue. As a
result, traffic movements to and from the site would be regulated by a traffic signal.

Parking would be provided in two levels of subterranean parking. A total of 138 parking spaces
would be provided. These 138 parking spaces would consist of four accessible parking spaces; 106
single-loaded standard parking spaces; and 28 parking spaces contained in 14 “sets” of two-deep
tandem parking spaces. An additional 40 spaces would be constructed on the lower level of the
Glendale City Lights site for the exclusive use of the Vassar Villas project. Access to these 40
parking spaces will be from the lower level of the subterranean parking on the Vassar Villas site.

Vassar Villas

Vehicle access for the site would be provided via a single driveway on Vassar Avenue. No vehicle
access would be provided on San Fernando Road. The driveway on Vassar Avenue would be
located immediately west of the intersection of Vassar Avenue and Topock Street. This driveway
would contain one inbound travel lane and one outbound travel lane. Outbound traffic would be

controlled by a stop-sign.

Parking would be provided in two levels of subterranean parking. A total of 146 parking spaces
would be provided. These 148 parking spaces would consist of four accessible parking spaces: 92
single-loaded standard parking spaces; and 50 parking spaces contained in 25 “sets” of two-deep

tandem parking spaces.

A portion of the parking for Vassar Villas would be provided within the Glendale City Lights project
site. Specifically, a total of 40 parking spaces (12 single-loaded standard parking spaces and 28
parking spaces contained in 14 “sets” of two-deep tandem parking spaces) provided in the lower
level subterranean parking garage of the Glendale City Lights site would be segregated for the
exclusive use of Vassar Villas. These 40 parking spaces would be accessed directly from the lower
parking level of Vassar Villas.
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7)

Parking Demand Analysis

A parking demand analysis was prepared for the proposed reduction in parking. The purpose of the
report was to determine if proposed reductien in parking spaces would adequately accommodate the
project's parking demand. Parking occupancy surveys were conducted at five existing affordabie
rental housing developments that include:

e 65-unit development at 1760 Gardena Ave. in Glendale;

e 24-unit development at 700 E. Orange Grove Ave. in Glendale;
e  72-unit development at 522 W. 127" St. in Los Angeles;

e 5B-unit development at 525 W. 127" St. in Los Angeles; and

e 70-unit development at 2584 N. Soto St. in Los Angeles

The purpose of these surveys was to identify the existing parking demand at developments similar in
size and scope to both Glendale City Lights and Vassar Villas. These surveys involved the
recordation of the number of vehicles parked within each affordable rental housing developments at
6:00 a.m., 6:30 a.m., 7:00 a.m., 9:00 p.m., 9:30 p.m., and 10:00 p.m. on a Thursday, Friday, and

Saturday.

Results of the survey indicated that affordable two-bedroomn apartments require 1.5 parking spaces
per unit as compared to the code required 2.0 spaces per unit. Affordable three bedroom units
require 1.76 parking spaces per unit compared to the code required 2.5 spaces per unit. The study
also found that affordable apartments require 0.17 quest parking spaces per unit compared to the
code required 0.25 parking spaces per unit.

Regarding Glendale City Lights, the peak parking demand decrease from the 183 code required
parking spaces to 135 parking spaces. With a supply of 138 parking spaces, the result is a three
space parking surplus.

Regarding Vassar Villas, the peak parking demand deceases from 183 code required parking
spaces to 137 parking spaces. With a supply of 146 parking spaces, the result is a nine space
parking surplus.

Based upon the information and conclusions of the parking study, there is sufficient parking supply to
meet the demand. In addition, tandem spaces when utilized by the same unit would be appropriate
for future residents of the project. No significant impacts would occur. To ensure that no significant
impacts would occur to the project, should the sites no longer be under the same ownership, a
mitigation measure was added requiring the applicant to enter into a covenant granting exclusive use
of 40 spaces under the Giendale City Lights site to the Vassar Villas site.

Mitigation Measures: Mitigation Measure 7 included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program would reduce impacts asscciate with parking to a less than significant level.

Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g.,
bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

No Impact. The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) and Glendale
Beeline provide bus service in the vicinity of the project site. The proposed project would not conflict
with any adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding alternative transportation since no changes
to the existing transportation policies, plans, or programs would result from project implementation.
Therefore, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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P. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Less Than
s Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant | ImpactWith | Significant ]mN:ct
Impact Mitigation impact P
Incorporated
1. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the X
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?
2. Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of X
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?
3. Require or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing X
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmentai effects?
4, Have sufficient water supplies available 1o serve the
project from existing entitiements and resources, or X
are new or axpanded entitlements needed?
5. Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the X
project’s projected dernand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?
6. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste X
disposal needs?
7. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and X
regulations related to solid waste?
1) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?
L ess Than Significant Impact. Under Section 401 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) the Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) issues National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permits to regulate waste discharged to “waters of the nation,” which includes reservoirs,
lakes and their tributary waters, Waste discharges include discharges of stormwater and
construction project discharges. A construction project resulting in the disturbance of more than one
acre requires an NPDES permit. Construction project proposed area also required to prepare a
Storm Water Poliution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). In addition, the project will be required to submit a
Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) to mitigate urban storm water runoff. Prior to
the issuance of building permits, the project appiicant will be required to satisfy the requirements
related to the payment of fees and/or provisions of adequate wastewater facilities. Because the
project will comply with the waste discharge prohibitions and water guality objectives established by
the RWQCB, impacts are considered to be less than significant.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.
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2)

3)

4)

Regquire or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

L ess than Significant Impact. The project is proposed to include 140 residential units consisting of
102 units with three (3) bedrooms and two (2) bathrooms and 38 units with two (2) bedrooms and

one (1) bathroom.

An analysis was prepared by RNC Environmental, LLC to estimate the amount of sewage generated
by the proposed project. The analysis was based on formulae provided in Title 20, Ulilities, Division
2, Sanitary Sewers and Industrial Waste of the Los Angeles County Code. Based on this analysis,
the estimated sewage generated by the proposed project would be approximately 28,000 gallons per
day. Based on information about the existing capacity of the sewer facilities affected by the project,
a determination has been made by the City Engineer that the existing system is adequate o handle
the additional capacity generated by the project and no impacts to the conveyance system would

oceur.

Wastewater treatment services are provided to the area in the vicinity of the project site by the City of
Glendale's Public Works Department. Wastewater generated within the City flows to the Los
Angeles-Glendale Water Reclamation Plant (LAGWRP) and the Hyperion Treatment Plant near El
Segundo. The LAGWRP has a capacity to process 20 million gallons per day (mgd). The City of
Glendale has a capacity of 10 mgd at the LAGWRP facility. Wastewater flows that exceed the City's
10 mgd capacity at LAGWRP are treated at the Hyperion Treatment Plant. The Hyperion Treatment
Plant processes and average of 360 mgd and has the capacity for 450 mgd. The areas surrounding
the project site are developed and currently served by sewer lines directing wastewater to the
respective treatment plants. The proposed project will generate approximately 28,000 gallons of
wastewater per day (based on a generation factor of 200 per day per multi-family unit). Because the
quantity of new wastewater generated by the project is within the limits of existing capacity, impacts
to wastewater treatment facilities area considered to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects?

L ess than Significant Impact. The project site is currently undeveloped and 100 percent
permeable. Development of the project would result in the addition of impermeable surface to the

project site. As proposed, landscaping would account for approximately 10,280 square feet or
approximately 37 percent of project site. The project would convey onsite runoff during storms to the
existing drainage system and no new drainage facilities would be required. Therefore, impacts
associated with the construction of the drainage facilities associated with the project would not result
in a significant impact.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entittements needed?

Less than Significant Impact. Glendale Water and Power provides water service for domestic,
irrigation, and fire protection purposes to the City of Glendale. The City has four sources of water to
meet existing and projected water demands. These sources consist of water imported from the
Metropolitan Water District (MWD), groundwater from the San Fernando Groundwater Basin and the
Verdugo Groundwater Basin, and recycled water.

The City of Glendale uses approximately 33,000 acre-feet of water on an annual basis. Of this total,
approximately 78 percent is provided by the MWD, 12 percent is pumped from the San Fernando
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Groundwater Basin, 6 percent is pumped from the Verdugo Groundwater Basin, and the remaining 4
percent is supplied by the City’s water reclamation system.

New development on the project site would result in an increase in demand for operational water
use, including landscape irrigation, maintenance and other activities on the site. Based on the water
generation factors of 60 gallons per day for multi-family units, the project require approximately 3.07
million galions or 9.41 acre-feet of water on an annual basis.

Due to an increasing reliance on locai resources, the amount of water the City would purchase from
MWD to meet demand is projected to remain stable or slightly increase between the present time
and the year 2025. However, MWD water would continue to be the main source of supply for the
City. Based on available water supplies, the MWD has indicated that is can meet the 100 percent of
its member agencies’ needs over the next 20 years.

Overall the status of Glendale's water supply is highly reliable. The San Fernando and Verdugo
Basins, to which Glendale possesses water rights, are managed under court order by a court-
appointed watermaster in order to preserve water levels in these basins, thereby, assuring reliability
of those in possession of pumping rights. Giendale is one of the original member agencies of the
MWD, and has reliabiy received water from it over 80 years, and would continue to receive water
from MWD into the future. Additionally, Glendale has a sizable source of reclaimed water available
to it, and has recently completed a reclaimed water distribution system. The use of reclaimed water
is important, as it frees portable water in Glendale's system to be used to satisfy other water users.
These water sources enable the City to meet all its projected demands, including those of the
proposed project. Consequently, this impact is considered to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

5) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing commitments?

L ess than Significant impact. See response provided under Subsection P.2.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

6) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid
waste disposal needs?

Less Than Significant Impact. Project implementation would resuit in an increase in residential
development onsite. The total annual solid waste of the project is estimated to be 91 tons per year.
All solid waste generated on the project site will be deposited at the Scholl Canyon Landfili, which is
owned by the City of Glendale. The annual disposal rate at the Schall Canyon facility is
approximately 360,000 tons per year with a remaining capacity of 8.6 million tons. Combined with
the additional generated by the project, the annual disposal rate would increase to approximately
360,091 tons per year, and remaining capacity of 8.6 million tons, the Scholl Canyon facility could
meet the demand of the proposed project and the City for approximately 24 years. Overall, the
increase in solid waste generation associated with the operation of the proposed project would not
exacerbate landfill capacity shortages. Therefore, the impact of the project on permitted landfill
capacity is less than significant.

Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

7) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact. As part of the proposed project, the applicant would be required to implement a waste
diversion program in an effort to help the City meet it waste diversion goal of 50 percent as
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1)

2}

mandated by Assembly Bill 939. Examples of waste diversion programs efforts include recycling

programs for cardboard boxes, paper, aluminum cans, and both glass and plastic bettles through the
provisions of recycling areas within garbage disposal areas. In addition, the proposed project would
enclose trash collection areas. No federal statues apply to the project site. Therefore, the impact of
the proposed project on compliance with federal, state, and local statues and regulations is less than

significant.
Mitigation Measures: No mitigation measures are required.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than
S Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the project: Significant Impact With Significant | mNgct
Impact Mitigation Impact p
Incorporated

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a ptant or animal X
community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

2. Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable X
when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other cumrent projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

3. Does the project have environmental effects which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human X
beings, gither directly or indirectly?

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

No Impact, The proposed project is located in a developed urban area. No impacts are anticipated
to oceur to the quality of the environment, fish or wildlife habitats, fish or wildlife populations, plant or
animal communities, or to rare, threatened or endangered plant and animal species as a result of the

proposed project. No impacts would occur.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Less than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. As noted in Section N. 1 -2 the

project is located in an area currently underserved with parks, recreation and community facilities.
Southern Glendale is deficient in community parks space and neighborhood parks. The closest park
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— Cerritos Park — is currently under construction and an approximately 1 acre park, located at the
northeast corner of Brand Boulevard and San Fernando Road. Because of its close proximity to the
project the project’s impacts were discussed and analyzed in Section N. 1 -2 of this Initial Study.

Not only are the project's individual effects potentially significant, but the project will have possible
environmental effects that are cumulatively considerable if the incremental effects of the project is
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probabie future projects. In order to assess whether the project’s individuai effects are
cumulatively considerable, a listing of related past, present of projects within a reasonable
geographic area likely to have similar impacts to recreation facilities nearby the proposed project,
including Pacific Community Center and Pacific Park has been prepared {See Appendix A).

The City’s Recreation Element divides the City into eleven identified Recreation Planning Areas.
The Recreation Element uses these Recreation Planning Areas to identify deficiencies within the
existing park system and has identified every planning area in southern Glendale is being deficient in

neighborhood parkland.

With a large number of multi-housing units occupied by lower and moderate income families, the
area is significantly deficient in parkland ratios. In 1996, the Recreation Element identified every
recreation planning area in southern Glendale as being at least 30 percent underserved by
neighborhood parks and that number has likely increased since then.

A list of related projects within the impacted recreation planning areas in southern Glendale
(generaily south of Broadway) was determined to give context whether the project’s incremental
impact will be cumuiatively considerable when viewed in connection with past, present, and probabie
future projects. The list of cumulative projects is set forth in Appendix A, which identifies 1084 units
that are either under construction, entitled, or undergoing entitlement review in the vicinity of the

project location.

The Edison Pacific Park and Community Center and Maple Park are the only neighborhood
recreational facilities in the area of southern Glendale where the project will be located. The project
together with the cumulative projects on Appendix A will potentially have a significant cumulative
effect on these existing neighborhood recreaticnal facilities.

The project and other projects on the cumulative list total 1152 residential units proposed for
development or are actually under construction. At the City's current threshold of 2.8 residents per
household, this equates to approximately 3226 new residents in the vicinity of these neighborhood
parks being added by the project and cumulative projects. Thus, the project and cumulative projects
may have a significant cumulative effect on existing park facilities. In addition, given the larger units
in this affordable housing project and the lack of similar on site facilities, there is a fair argument that
project residents will generate high use of nearby recreation facilities with active sport facilities, such

as fieids and courts.

As mitigation, the project will pay a mitigation impact fee {“Fee) equal to the amount set forth in the
City's Public Facilities Fee Study, dated August 16, 2006 (“Study™), as the full impact fee for
mitigating a project’s impact to recreation facilities. That amount is $14,385 per unit. The Study
establishes: the use of the proposed fees; the need for the fee based on maintaining the City's
existing service levels; the reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of
public facilities needed to maintain the City's existing facility standards. The Study is included in the

record for this Project.

CEQA allows the payment of fees as mitigation if the lead agency explains how the use of the fee
will result in mitigation. The City of Glendale has several projects in the planning stages that are in
need of additional funding. These include the Pacific Park pool project. Pacific Park previously had
the only community pool facility in the City, but that facility was removed to make way for the Edison
Pacific School Park project. The City in the process of implementing plans to bring a community
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pool facility back to southem Glendale in Pacific Park. This will be a significant City recreational
facility available no where else in the City.

The City has recently selected a design consultant to begin the project’s preliminary design phase.
The Pacific Park pool project is currently estimated at a range of $5.4 million and currently has
$4.042 million allocated, including a recent allecation of Community Development Block Grant
(CDBG) funding. The City will likely consider another allocation of COBG funding in the next fiscal
year in the amount $1.3 million. The allocation of the impact fee will bring the pool project closer to
having adequate funding to proceed within a reasonable time period and will provide mitigation for

the project.

Pursuant to Government Code Section 66006, the City is required by the Mitigation Fee Act to put
the Fee into a separate account for use of capital improvements for the purpose for which it was
collected. The City must use the Fee within five (5) years or make findings as to its anticipated date
of use every five years. Given that the City is under statutory mandates to use the fee and set
reasonable schedules for the construction of public facilities to be financed with the Fee, the Fee will
constitute adequate mitigation for the project’s individual contribution to parks and recreation
facilities. Other options for use of the Fee include Maryland mini-park.

3) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?
Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the proposed project would not create direct and
indirect adverse effects on humans. Many of the less than significant impacts that were identified
are considered short-time effects and no significant impacts are anticipated.
13. Earlier Analyses
Final Mitigated Negative Declaration adopted for 68-unit project at 3673 San Fernando Road.
14. Project References Used to Prepare Initial Study Checklist
One or more of the following references were incorporated into the Initial Study by reference, and are
availabie for review in the Planning Department Office, 633 E. Broadway, Room 103, Glendale, CA
91206-4386.
1. Environmental Information Form application and materials submitted on May 2, 2008.
2. The City of Glendale's General Plan, Open Space and Conservation Element, January 1893.
3. The City of Glendale’s General Plan, Safety Element, August 2003,
4.  The City of Glendale's Municipal Code, as amended.
5 “Guidelines of the City of Glendale for the Implementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act of 1970, as amended,” August 19, 2003, City of Glendale Planning Division.
6. Public Rescurces Code Section 21000 et seq and California Code of Regulations, Title 14
Section 15000 et seq.
7. “CEQA Air Quality Handbook,” April, 1993, South Coast Air Quality Management District.
8. "CEQA Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook,” updated October 2003, South Coast Air
Quality Management District.
9.  The City of Glendale’s General Plan, Noise Element, 2007.
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10. Traffic Impact Analysis and Parking Demand Analysis, Applied Planning, Inc., April 29, 2008
and revised May 14, 2008.

11.  Air Quality Analysis, RNC Environmental, LLC, May 13, 2008.

12. Acoustical Site/CCR Title 24 Assessment, Investigative Science and Engineering, Inc., May 7,
2008.

* 13. Preliminary Soils Investigation, Geosystems, Inc., August 27, 2004.
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Community Redevelopment Agency
of the CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CRA/LA
Buitding communilies with jobs & housing
- ‘ , ED pate/ March 18, 2005
ORIGNAL FILE recooe;  CTB990
. MAR 1 B 2005 354 South Spring Street / Suite 800 T 212 977 1600 / F 213 577 1665
Los Angeles / California 50013-1258 www.crala.org
LOS ANGELES, COUNTY GLERK
TO: ALL INTERESTED AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND
"~ PERSONS

SUBJECT: NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION FOR THE PROPOSED YWCA — JOB CORPS
FACILITY, LOCATED AT 1016-1038 SOUTH OLIVE STREET IN
THE CITY CENTER REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT (see attached

map)

A Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared for the proposed project
described below. Public notice is' hereby given that the Community
Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles (Agency) will consider
adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and approval of the proposed

project.
P'foject Description

The proposed project consists of the construction of a seven-story 154,000 gross
square foot facility that would provide housing and dining for 400 students in 200
two-bedroom dormitory-style units. The building would surround an 11,260
. square foot courtyard that would contain passive open space and recreational
facilities. Administrative offices would be located on the top floor. :

Public Review

The review period begins on March 21, 2005 and will end on April 19, 2005.
The Mitigated Negative Declaration and Initial Study (including all appendices)
are attached. The Initial Study is also available for review on the Agency’s
web site www.crala.org. Copies are available for review at the following

locations:

e The Records Department of the Community Redevelopment Agency,
Suite 500, 354 South Spring Street, Los Angeles {please call 213-977- -

1925 for hours),

« The Central Los Angeles Public Library, Science Technology and
Patents Department, 630 West Fifth Street, Los Angeles.

Interested parties may also obtain copies of the document at the Agency's
Records Departrnent at the cost of 20 cents per page.

Comments must be submitted in writing by 5:00 p.m., April 19, 2005. Please
address comments to Ms. Pauline Lewicki, Principal Planner, Community
Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles, 354 South Spring Street,
Suite 700, Los Angeles, California 90013; fax no. 213-687-9546, or emailed to

. plewicki@cra.lacity.org.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The subiject of this Initial Study (IS) is the proposed Job Corps Urban Campus located between Olive
Street and Hill Street, just south of Olympic Boulevard in Downtown Los Angeles. The project
applicant is the YWCA of Greater Los Angeles, located at 3345 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 300, Los
Angeles, California 90010. A description of the proposed project is provided in Section II, Project
Description, of this IS. The City of Los Angeles Community Redevelopment Agency is the Lead
Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).!

A. PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Title: YWCA Job Corps Urban Campus
Project Location: 1016-1038 South Olive Street
Lead Agency: City of Los Angeles, Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA)

354 South Spring Street, Suite 700
Los Angeles, California 90013

CRA Contact Person: Pauline Lewicki

B. ORGANIZATION OF INITIAL STUDY

This Draft IS is organized into six sections as follows:

Introduction: This section provides introductory information such as the project title, the project
applicant, and the lead agency for the proposed project.

Project Description: This section provides a detailed description of the environmental sefting and the
proposed project, including project characteristics and environmental review requirements.

Initial Study Checklist: This section contains the completed Initial Study Checklist.

Environmental Impact Analysis: FEach environmental issue identified in the Imitial Study Checklist
contains an assessment and discussion of impacts associated with each subject area. When the evaluation
identifies potentially significant effects, as identified in the Checklist, mitigation measures are provided to

reduce such impacts to a less-than-significant level.

! Sections 21000-21178 of the Public Resources Code.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus I Introduction/Summary
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Preparers of the Initial Study and Persons Comnsulted: 'This section provides a list of CRA and City
personnel, government agencies, and consultant team members that participated in the preparation of the

IS.

Appendices: This includes various documents and information used in the preparation of the IS.

%
e —,—,——— e —————— . ——
I Introduction
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II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Description of Project Site and Existing Land Uses

The project site encompasses approximately 0.84 acres (36,532 square feet) and is located at 1016
through 1038 Olive Street in Downtown Los Angeles. The following Assessor Parcel Numbers are
associated with the project site: 5139012009, - 5139012008, 5139012007, and 5139011012.
Topographically, the project site is relatively flat. As shown in Figure 1 (Regional and Vicinity Map)
and Figure 2 (Aerial Photograph), the northern boundary of the project site is located approximately
150 feet south of Olympic Boulevard, the southern boundary of the project site is approximately 200
feet north of 11® Street, Olive Street bounds the project site 10 the west, and an existing alley bounds

the project site to the east.

The project site is currently occupied by a 175-space surface parking lot. Access to the project site is
provided from Olive Street. Photographs of the project site, in addition to a map indicating where the
photos were taken, are depicted in Figure 3 (Photo Location Map) through Figure 9 (Views of the

Project Site).

The project site is located within the Central City Community Plan area and the City Center
Redevelopment Project area. The Central City Community Plan (the “Community Plan”) designates
the project site for High Density Residential land uses. The City Center Redevelopment Plan (the
“Redevelopment Plan”) delineates the area surrounding and including the project site as the South Park
Development Area. Section 508.3 of the Redevelopment Plan states that a major share of land uses in
the South Park Development Area shall be devoted to housing for all income levels, and include
specialized facilities and amenities. The Community Plan and the Redevelopment Plan are discussed in
further detail in the discussion under Question 9(b) in Section 1V, Environmental Impact Analysis, of

this Initizl Study.

The project site is currently zoned as [QIR5-4D-O (Multiple Dwelling Zone, Height District 4,
Development Limitation, Oil Drilling District). Height District 4 restricts the Floor Area Ratio (FAR)
to 13:1 in the RS zone. City of Los Angeles Ordinance No. 164307 set forth Development Limitations
and Qualified [Q] Conditions for the project site. The Development Limitations include limiting the
total floor area to 6:1. The Qualified Conditions include limiting allowable land uses io residential uses
permitted in the RS zone, consistency with the Community Plan and the Redevelopment Plan, and other
similar conditions. The Oil Drilling District designation permits oil drilling to occur on the project site.
However, no oil wells currently exist on the project site. Additional information regarding potential
mineral resources on the project site, including oil, is provided in the response to Question 10(b) in
Section IV, Environmental Impact Analysis.

ﬁ
YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus I1. Project Description
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Description of the Surrounding Area

The project site and swrrounding area is within the densely developed urban area of Downtown Los
Angeles. Single-story buildings consisting of wholesale, commercial and retail businesses are located
to north, west, and south of the project site. A printing company, watch store, immigration office and
wholesale store fixtures company are located to the west of the project site (see View 7 in Figure 6). In
addition, a surface parking lot is located directly west of the project site and extends north to Olympic
Boulevard (see View 11 in Figure 7). Two vacant buildings and the Discount Tire Centers business are
located adjacent to the northern boundary of the project site (see Views 8 and 9 in Figure 6 and View
12 in Figure 7). Single-story buildings containing three vacant stores, an embroidery company and
wholesale store fixtures company are located adjacent to the southern boundary of the project site and

extend to 11" Street (see View 10 in Figure 7).

Midway Place is a north-south orientated alley that flanks the eastern boundary of the project site and
runs parallel to and between Olive Street and Hill Street, dividing the block between Olympic
Boulevard and 11™ Street in half (see View 13 in Figure 8 and View 18 in Figure 9). A variety of
commercial, retail, restaurant and parking uses are located to the east of this alley between Olympic
Boulevard and 11™ Street. The southwest corner of Olympic Boulevard and Hill Street contains a
single-story building with two women's clothing stores, restaurant, psychic reader and printing business
(see View 14 in Figure 8). Two surface parking lots and the existing six-story Los Angeles Job Corps
building are located south of this single-story building.

South of the existing Los Angeles Corps building, there are surface parking lots, a two-story unmarked
building used by the YWCA-Job Corps, and a single-story vacant building. The northwest corner of
Hill Street and 11" Swueet contains Tony’s Burger, a fast-food restaurant, and its adjoining surface
parking lot (see View 15 in Figure 8). Three additional two-story buildings, which are used by the
YWCA-Job Corps, extend from this surface parking lot to Olive Street along 11™ Street (see Views 16

and 17 in Figure 9).

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus fI. Project Description
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View 2: [Looking southeast across Olive Street
towards the project site.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005,

View 1: Looking east across Qlive Street towards the
western boundary of the project site.

View 3: Looking west across Midway Place towards
the eastern boundary of the project site.

Environmental Planning and Research

CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES

Fiaure 4
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Views of the Project Site
Views 1, 2and 3




View 5: Looking southeast across QOlive Street
towards the project site.

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005

View 4: Looking east from the southwest corner of

the project site, towards the project site.

View 6: Looking southeast across the center of the
project site. The existing six-story Los Angeles Job
Corps building is in the background.

Environmental Planning and Research
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Figure 5
Views of the Project Site
Views 4,5 and 6




View 8: Looking east across Olive Street towards
two vacant buildings and ane occupied commercial
business located adjacent to the northern boundary of
the project site.

HAnRrIRT fim

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, January 2005.

View 7: Looking north across Olive Street near 11th
Street towards the single-story commercial uses
iocated west of the project site.

View 9: Looking northeast along Olive Street towards
the surrounding commercial and parking uses located
north of the project site. Olympic Boulevard can be
seen in the background.

o
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Figure 6
Views of the Surrounding Uses
Views 7, 8 and 9




View 10: Looking northeast across Olive Sireet near
11th Street towards the single-story commercial uses
located adjacent to the southern boundary of the
project site.
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View 11: Looking northwest from the center of the
project site across Olive Street towards a surface
. parking lot and the two-story Grand Avenue Club.

View 12: Looking south from the intersection of
Olive Street and Olympic Boulevard towards the
Discount Tire Centers business.

Source: Christopher A, Joseph & Associates, January 2003,

CHRISTOPHER A. JOSEPH & ASSOCIATES Figure 7
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View 13: Looking southwest across Olympic
Boulevard down Midway Place with the Discount Tire
Centers to the west (right) and one-story commercial
uses to the east (left). The SBC skyscraper can be
seen in the background.

View 14: Looking west from the intersection of
Olympic Boulevard and Hill Street towards a single-
story commercial/retail structure consisting of a
restaurant, two clothing stores, psychic reader and
paper copy business.

View 15: Looking north from the intersection of Hill
e Street and 11th Street towards Tony's Burger fast-

i food restaurant and surrounding commercial/retail
uses.
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View 16: Locking north across 11th Street near Hill
Street towards the parking lot of Tony's Burger and
two, two-story YWCA-Job Corps buildings.

View 17: Looking east from the intersection of Olive
Street and 11th Street towards a vacant, two-story
YWCA-Job Corps building.

View 18: Looking northeast along Midway Place.
The existing Los Angeles Job Corps building is to the
east (right) and the eastern boundary of the project
site fo the west (left).

Source: Christopher A. Joseph & Asscciates, January 2005.

. Figure 9
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Related Projects

Section 15063(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines provides that Initial Studies consider the environmental
effects of a proposed project individually as well as cumulatively. Cumulative impacts are two or more
individual effects which, when considered together, are considerable or which compound or increase
other environmental impacts (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15355).

All proposed, recently approved, under construction, and reasonably foreseeable projects that could
produce a related cumulative impact on the environment were considered in combination with the
proposed project are evaluated throughout Section IV, Environmental Impact Analysis, in this Initial
Study.

In coordination with the City of Los Angeles Deparitment of Transportation and the City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning, a list of 35 related projects was developed. These related projects are
listed in Table 1 (Related Projects) and shown in Figure 10 (Related Projects Map).

Table 1
Related Projects
Map No. . . Location . . IR . Land Use .. . 1 Size
1 730 Olympic Blvd Fast-food restaurant 2,307 q. ft.
2 1450 Venice Junior Market 8,720 sq. ft.
3 Beaudry Ave and 1 St (Belmont H‘ggﬂsi‘i"d 2706%%3?:6?
Learning Center) Park 10.5 acres
Retail/Office 415,782 sq. ft.
4 1# St and Alameda St Condominjums 1,154 units
Hotel 500 rooms
Grocery Store 40,000 sq. fi.
5 Alvarado St and Wilshire Blvd Retail 30,000 sq. f.
Community Facility 40,000 sq. fi.
6 James M. Wood and Grand View Affordable Housing 62 umits
i Apartments 179 umits
7 1300 Fguerca St Restanrant 5,000 sq. .
. Retail 32,533 sq. fi.
8 10220 Main St Storage 7.909 59. fi.
9 1050 S. Hill St Balasco Theatre 33,423 5q. fi.
10 2222 W. Olympic Blvd California Center Bank 28,800 sq. fi.
Hotel 1,200 rooms
Cinema 3,600 seats
. . Theater 7,000 seats
11 thueli;)atS;mairjlsulit f;im;: i)S mples Restavrant 345,000 sq. fi.
nieramment Diste Retail 498,000 sq. ft.
Office 165,000 sq. ft.
Apartments 800 units

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus

Initial Study
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Table 1 (continued)

Related Projects
'Map No. "{ =777 2= Loeation .77 775 = neooo 0 - -Fand Use G Simet 7
Hotel 600 rooms
12 8% St and Francisco St (Metropolis) Office 1,200,000 sq. fi.
Retail 223,000 sq. fi.
13 5% St and Bixel St 1.A Center Smdios Expansion 249,300 sq. ft.
. Restaurant 5,265 sq. &.
14 400 S. Main St Bar 215 seats
Apartments 330 units
rd
15 1207 W. 3% 5t Commercial 50,000 sq. ft.
16 740 S. Broadway Theater Renovation to Dance Hall 12,500 sq. fi.
. Office 5,432 5q. &.
17 1630 W. Olympic Blvd Retil 7.168 sq. .
18 1933 Broadway Commercial 250,000 sq. fi.
. Apartments 330 units
19 616 Saint Paul St Commercial 10.000 sq. ft.
20 605 Olympic Blvd Restaurani/Nightclub 7,142 sq. ft.
21 1530 Olive St Medical Center/Clinic 31,655 sq. ft.
. Aparments 210 units
22 1234 Wilshire Blvd Retil 12,500 sq. F.
23 1304 W. 2™ S¢ Apariments 300 units
s Apartments 110 units
. 24 1100 Wilshire Blvd Retail 10.000 sq. I,
Apartments 99 units
- 2022 Central Ave Retail 47,000 sq. ft.
. Condominiums 50 units
26 257 S. Spring St Retail 18.000 sq. .
Condominiums 417 units
27 1111 S. Grand Ave Rewil 15.000 5q. .
Restaurant 8,891 sq. ft.
th
28 515 W. 7% St Bar 7.668 sq. .
. Apartments 277 units
29 417 S. Hill St Retail/ Commercial 20,000 sq. fi.
30 816 S. Grand Ave Condominijums 56 units
Restaurant 16,200 sq. fi.
31 1201 Flower St Retail 16,200 sg. fi.
Student Housing 448 units
32 849 S. Broadway Live/Work Apartments 147 units
33 1000 S. Hope St Condominiyms 124 units
Condominiums 132 upits
34 801 S. Grand Ave Commercial 220,000 5q. .
. Lofts 400 units
33 334 8. Main St Retail 165,000 sq. fr.
Source: Facsimile, Ed Chow, Los Angeles Department of Transportation, January 20, 2005; and City of Los Angeles Department
of City Planning, Largest Privaie Sector Projects Being Processed Through the Planning Department: FY 2003-2004.
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B. PROJECT BACKGROUND

The YWCA of Greater Los Angeles (YWCA/GLA) is a membership organization of women from
diverse backgrounds - of different faiths, ages, experiences and ethnic origins - committed to the
elimination of racism and to providing services which empower womgen, develop youth and strengthen
families. Their programs target community needs and in 2002, the YWCA/GLA served over 66,000

people.

The Job Corps is administered by the U.S. Department of Labor (DOL) and is a comprehensive
residential education and job training program for at-risk youth who are: (1) between 16-24 years of
age, (2) low income, and (3) will benefit from the training program. The program includes free
vocational training, room and board, free medical and dental care, bi-weekly living allowance, bonuses,
transitional pay of up to $1,200, and child care provisions. The YWCA/GLA is the official contractor

for DOL’s local Job Corps program.

The YWCA/GLA intends to continue its partnership with the DOL Job Corps program with the
proposed project, a new satellite urban training and housing facility in Downtown Los Angeles. The
proposed project would replicate a traditional college environment, designed specifically for young
adults engaged in an active training program that would enable and prepare them to enter the labor
force and secure sustainable employment. The proposed project would bring together offsite residents
into a new housing complex located adjacent to the existing Job Corps facilities.

C. PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS

The proposed project would involve the development of a seven-story 154,000 gross square foot facility
(110,000 net square feet) that would provide housing and dining for 400 students in 200 two-bedroom
dormitory-style units. In addition, the U-shaped building would surround an 11,260 square foot
courtyard that would contain passive open space and recreational facilities. The proposed project would
provide services for non-residents as well as residents, including, healthcare, education, recreation, and
counseling. Administrative offices would be located on the top floor and would provide support for the
YWCA/Job Corps programs. A summary of the components of the proposed project is provided in
Table 2 (Proposed Land Uses). '

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus II. Praject Description
Initial Study Page II-15
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Table 2
Proposed Land Uses
- LandUse " - .. ... .| .~ = - - Size .
Residential 200 units (47,556 sf)
Kitchen/Dining/Serving 11,088 sf
Storage/Locker Rooms 1,950 sf
Courtyard 11,260 sf
Health Care Facilities
(medical and dental) 6,175 sf
Classrooms/Study Areas 5,950 sf
Offices/Ready Rooms/Conference 21,005 sf
Library 1,155 sf
Lounge 5,352 sf
Shop/Utility 9,800 sf
Total 121,293 sf
Note: sf = square feet
Source: Onyx Architects, January 1, 2005.

The proposed site plan is provided as Figure 11 (Site Plan). In addition, plans for each floor are
provided as Figures 12 through 16 (Basement Floor Plan through Seventh Floor Plan).

Open Space/Landscaping

The proposed project would include a landscaped courtyard, which would provide approximately
11,260 square feet of open space. The courtyard would only be accessible to project residents, and
would include approximately 5,630 square feet of recreational facilities and approximately 5,630 square

feet of passive open space (i.e., grass and trees).

The existing street trees that align Olive Street would remain, with the exception of one tree that would
be removed to accommodate the proposed loading area.

_—.——__%__‘—%—f
II. Project Description

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
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Figure 11
Site Plan
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Figure 12
Basement Floor Plan




Figure 13
First Floor Plan
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Source: Onyx Architects, January 1, 2005.
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Access and Parking

Although regional access to the project site could be provided via the extensive freeway system that
encircles Downtown Los Angeles, it is anticipated that the people who would work, live, and/or visit
the proposed project would utilize the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) public tramsit
system. As shown in Figure 17 (Transit System Map), the project site is served by Bus Lines 484,
485, 490, 14, 37, 38, 71, 76, 78, 79, 96, 376, 442, 444, 446, and 447; which all serve the Olive
Street/Olympic Boulevard intersection. The proposed project’s residents, visitors, and employees could
walk approximately 0.8 miles northwest, along Olive Street and 7™ Street to the 7%/ Metro Rail Center,
to access either the Metro Red Line or the Metro Blue Line trains.

Pedestrian access to the project site would be provided from Olive Street. There would only be one
main entrance to the proposed building. There would be no public access to the proposed courtyard. A
loading area would be provided adjacent to the Service and Delivery Area along Olive Street, at the
northern portion of the proposed project.

No onsite parking would be provided with the proposed project. It is anticipated that all of the students
that would reside onsite would utilize the surrounding public transit system. The proposed project’s
employees would either park offsite or use their free transit pass (to be provided by the YWCA) to
travel to and from work. As part of the proposed project, a zone variance to reduce the City’s parking
requirement in the R5 zone is being sought. For a detailed discussion of the required and proposed
parking, see the discussion in Question 15(f) in Section IV, Environmental Impact Analysis.

Grading and Construction

Grading and construction of the proposed project would begin in October 2005 and be completed in
June 2007. The grading and construction activities would occur in one continuous phase.

Construction of the proposed project would involve the demolition of the existing surface parking lot,
excavation and grading, and construction of the proposed facility. Grading would include
approximately 15,000 cubic yards of excavation, all of which would be exported offsite. No import
material would be needed. In addition, approximately 700 cubic yards of debris would be generated
from the demolition of the existing surface parking lot, and approximately 7,600 cubic yards of debris
would be generated during construction activities. One ornamental street tree would be removed to

accommodate the proposed loading area.

All construction equipment would be staged onsite, when feasible, and on rented offsite space within
two miles of the project site.

Y ——— |
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D. DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS

Implementation of the proposed project would require the following discretionary actions from the
CRA, the City of Los Angeles and other agencies.

Owner Participation Agreement

Zone variance for parking reduction

Site Plan Review findings

s Haul Route Permit

This Initial Study serves as the environmental document for all discretionary actions associated with
development of the proposed project. This Initial Study is also intended to cover all federal, State,
regional and/or local government discretionary approvals that may be required to develop the proposed
project, whether or not they are explicitly listed below. Federal, State, and regional agencies that may
have jurisdiction over the proposed project include, but are not limited to:

s Regional Water Quality Board; and

. » South Coast Air Quality Management District.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus {I. Project Description
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OI. INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

“M
THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
INITIAL STUDY AND CHECKLIST

Date: _March 18, 2005

Project Title: YWCA — Job Corps Urban Caiupus
Project Location: 1016 — jv. 8 jfornia 90015-1602

Project Description: Sece Section IT.

DETERMINATION
On the basis of the attached initial study checldiat and svalnation:

I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a gignificant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I Fnd that although ths p-roposed projact could have a sigoificant effect on the environment, there
will not be a stgnificant effect in this case because the mitigetion measures described in Section IV
have been added to the project. A NEGATIVE DECLARATION WILL BE PREPARED.

1M

| find the proposed project MAY have a sighificent effect on the epviromment, and ao
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find thet THERE IS ADDITIONAL INFORMATION for the proposed project with respect to
environmental conditions, impacts, mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the prior
environmental impaot report. Only rainor additions or changes will be necessary to make the -
previous BIR adequately epply to the project in the changed situation and a SUPPLEMENT TO
THE EIR will be prepared

I find that none of the conditions requiring an additional environmental document have ocemred.

et (il s

Pauline Lewickl, Princlpal Planner

B e e e ]
YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campes IIT. CEQA Initial Study Checklist
Trltial Siudy Page O7-]
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS (Explanations of all potentially and less than significant impacts are .
required to be attached on separate sheets)
Potentially
Significant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Than

Significant Impact Incorporated Sigmificant Impact Mo Impact

1.  AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [:] D D

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not (] ] [] X
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings,

or other locally recognized desirable aesthetic natural

feature within a city-designated scenic highway?

[l
[
X
[l

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and its surroundings?

[
[
X
L]

d Create a new source of substantial light or glare which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

2. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES. In determining
whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the

project:
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of D D D E
Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared

pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

[
[
B

b. Contlict the existing zoning for agricultural use, or a D
Williamson Act Contract?

[]
[
[
X

c. Involve other changes in the existing environment which,
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

3. AIR QUALITY. The significance criteria established by
the South Coast Air Quality Management District
(SCAQMD) may be relied upon to make the following
determinations.  Would the project result in:

O]

X
X [

€. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any D & ]

criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air .

[
[l

a, Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable
air quality plan?

[]
O

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to
an existing or projected air quality violation?

]

L. CEQA Initial Study Checklist
Page HII-2
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quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modification, on any species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations by the California
Department of Fish and Game or UJ.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service ?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in the City or
regional plans, policies, regulations by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Waier Act
{(including, but not limited to, marsh vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) Through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any nafive
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with
established natjve resident or migratory wildlife corridors,
or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Commumity Conservation Plan,
or other approved local, regional, or state habiiat
conservation plan?

CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project:

Cause a substantial adverse change in significance ofa
historical resource as defined in State CEQA. Section
15064.57

Cause a substantial adverse change in significance ofan
archaeological resource pursuant to State CEQA Section
15064.57

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
Initial Study

Potentially
Sigaificant Unless
Fotentially Mitigation Less Than
Significant Impact  Incorporated  Significant Impact

[]
[]

[
[

X
X

No Impact

L]
[]

[
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Directly or indirectly destroy 2 unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside
of formal cemeteries?

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

Exposure of people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, mjury or death
involving :

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

Strong seismic ground shaking?

Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

Landslides?
Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
potential result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial
risks to life or property?

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of

septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste

water?

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERTALS. Would
the project:

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment

through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into

the environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
Tnitial Study

Potentially
Significant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Than
Significant Impact Incorporated _ Significant Impact No Impacit

L] X [] [
[] < [ L]
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[
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[]
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Potentially
Significant Unless
Potentially Mitigation Less Than

Significant Impact _ Incorporated _ Significant Impact No Impact

quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous D D |:| ]
materials sites compiled pursuant to Governument Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it creaie a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

€. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, D D |:| X
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of
a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

£ For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would ] 1 ] X
the project result in a safety hazard for the people residing
or working in the area?

g Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an [] ] X
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

h.  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, [] (] L[]

injury or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the
proposal result in:

O]
[
U
X

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

O
O
[
X

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit
in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned land vses for which permits
have been granted)?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or (] ] [] X
area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in 2 manmner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or offsite?

d.  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or ] ] ] X
area, including through the alteration of the course ofa
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manmer which would result in flooding
on- or off site?

e. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the [] X [ ]
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems
or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus Il CEQA Initial Study Checklist
Initial Study Page III-5
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Potentially
Sigmificant Uniess

Potentially Mitigation Less Than
Sipgnificant Impact [ncorporated  Significant Impact No Impact

Christopher A. Joseph & Associates

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

X X

z Place housing within a 100-year flood plain as mapped on
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

impede or redirect food fows?

i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
inquiry or death involving flooding, mncluding flooding as a

h.  Place within a 100-year flood plain structures which would ]
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

O 0O 0O OO0
O X O 00
X

M O

J Inundation by seiche, tsupami, or mudflow?

9. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:

a. Physically divide an established community?

[ O
0O
0ad
M X

b. Conflict with applicable land use plan, policy or regulation
of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including
but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or D D D @
natural commumity conservation plan?

10. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral [] ] 4 ]
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?

B
[l
4
L]

b) Would the project result in the toss of availability of a
locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

11. NOISE. Would the project:

a, Exposure of persons to or generation of noise in level in
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

L]
[]
[

X X O

b.  Exposure of people to or generation of excessive ] ]
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?
¢. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in ] ]
the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?
d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient [] ] 4 (] .

Il CEQA Initial Study Checkiist
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12.

13.

14.

noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

For a project located within an airport Jand use plan or,

where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of

a public airport or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the project

area to excessive noise levels?

POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

Tnduce substantial population growth in an area either
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and

businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of

roads or other infrastructure)?

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

Displace substantial numbers of people necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in
substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental
facilities, construction of which could cause significant
envirormental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

RECREATION.

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that
substantial pbysical deterioration of the facility would occur

or be accelerated?

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus
Initial Study
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Significant Unless
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Potentially
Significant Unless

Potentialty Mitigation Less Than
Significant Impact Incorporated  Sigmificant Lmpact No Impact

Christopher A. Joseph & Associates

b.  Does the project include recreational facilities or require the ] [] X ]
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

15.  TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a,  Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation [] L] X ]
to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system
(i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume to ratio capacity on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?

b. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or highways?

C. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?

d Substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible

uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e. Result in inadequate emergency access?

f Result in inadequate parking capacity?

0oo O O O
OXO X O 0O
HNOXK O K KX

a0 O O O

g Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts,
bicycle racks)?

16. UTILITIES. Would the project:

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

L [
X O
0
O X

b. Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

c. Require or result in the construction of new stormwater D D D E
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

d.  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project [] ] X1
from existing entitlements and resource, or are new or
expanded entitlements needed?

e.  Resultin a determination by the wastewsier treatment ] ] X ]
provider which serves or may serve the project that it has

adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in .

[II. CEQA [nitial Study Checklist
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Potentially
Significant Unless
FPotentially Mitigation Less Than

Significant impact __ Incorporated _ Significant Impact No Impact

addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

f Be served by a landfill with sufficient permiited capacity to |:] [] < ]
accommedate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?
g Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and ] L] ] X

regulations related to solid waste?

17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.

X

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of I:] L__l D
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
importanit examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?

b.  Does the project have impacts which are individually ] ] X ]
limited, but curnulatively considerable?("Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of an
individual project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of probable future

projects).

. c.  Does the project have environmental effects which cause ] R ] ]

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly
or indirectly?

DISCUSSION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (Attach additional sheets if necessary)
PREPARED BY TITLE TELEPHONE DATE

. YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus IIl. CEQA Initial Study Checklist
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

1. AESTHETICS
a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Empact. A significant impact would occur if a proposed project introduces incompatible visual
elements within a field of view containing a scenic vista or substantially blocks a scenic vista. There
are no scemic vistas to the nmorth, south, east, or west of the project site. Views in the vicinity of the
project site are largely constrained by adjacent structures and the area’s relatively flat topography. The
project site is surrounded by dense urban development, consisting of commercial buildings and surface
parking lots. The proposed project would be consistent with the existing uses in the project vicinity.
Therefore, no impact to scenic vistas would occur.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not Iimited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur only where scenic resources would be damaged or
removed by the project. The project site is located in a dense urban area that is dominated by
commercial and parking uses. As discussed above in Question 1(a), no scemic resources curremtly exist
in this area. No rock outcroppings exist on the project site. The only trees that exist on the project site
are ornamental, and are generally located along the sidewalks aligning Olive Street. Ome of these trees
would be removed during the development of the proposed project. Furthermore, the proposed project
is not located within or near a State Scenic Highway' or City-designated Scenic Highway.? Therefore,
no impact to scenic resources within a scenic highway would occur.

©) Would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project introduces incompatible
visual elements on the project site or visual elements that would be incompatible with the character of
the area surrounding the project site. The project site is a paved surface parking lot that is located
within 2 dense urban area of Downtown Los Angeles. Therefore, the visual environment of the project

! Cadlifornia  Department of Transporiation, California  Scenic Highway  Program, website:
hitp:/fwww.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/scenic_highways/langeles.htm, January 19, 2005.

2 City of Los Angeles, Transportation Element of the General Plan, Scenic Highways in the City of Los
Angeles, Map E, June 1998.

—_—
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site is dominated and defined by urban features including high-rise commercial buildings, multi-family
residential buildings, and parking lots. The existing Project Site is visible from the surrounding
roadways, adjacent commercial and residential buildings, and parking lots. Development of the
proposed project would include the construction of a seven-story U-shaped building.

Heights and Massing

The proposed building would consist of seven stories and reach a height of approximately 90 feet. The
proposed building would be U-shaped with a courtyard in the interior of the site. The proposed
project’s frontage along Olive Street is shown in Figure 18 (Proposed Project Artistic Rendering).
However, although they are not shown in Figure 18, the existing ornamental trees along Olive Street
would not be removed (with the exception of one tree, as discussed below). The entrance to the project

site would be recessed and shaded.

The existing buildings surrounding the project site range in height from one to seven stories. The
existing vacant commercial buildings northeast of the project site along Olive Street are one story high
(see View 8 in Figure 6). The existing vacant commercial buildings southwest of the project site along
Olive Street are also one story high (see View 10 in Figure 7). The existing YWCA Job Corps building
is adjacent to the southeast boundary of the project site, and is six stories high. Surface parking lots are
located both north and south of this existing six-story building, adjacent to the southeastern boundary of

the project site.

The occupied commercial buildings on the west side of Olive Street, directly across from the project
site, are also one story high (see View 7 in Figure 6). The property to the northwest of the project site,
across Olive Street, is occupied by a surface parking lot.

In addition to the existing YWCA Job Corps building mentioned above, other buildings that are six
stories or higher in close proximity to the project site include: a six-story commercial building on the
northwest corner of Olive Street and Olympic Boulevard; and a seven-story condominium building that
is under construction on the southwest corner of Olive Street and Olympic Boulevard. Furthermore,
several skyscrapers that characterize the image of Downtown Los Angeles can be seen from any

vantage point on the project site.

Therefore, the proposed height and massing of the proposed project would be generally consistent with
the existing buildings in the project site vicinity.

YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus 1V. Environmental Impact Analysis
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Landscaping

Currently, the only vegetation in the vicinity of the project site is existing ornamental street trees along
both sides of Olive Street (see Figure 2). With the development of the proposed project, one of the
street trees along Olive Street would be removed to accommodate the proposed loading area. Although
the curb, gutter, and sidewalk along Olive Street would be improved with the development of the
proposed project, no additional trees would be removed. In the interior of the project site, the proposed
courtyard would be landscaped with grass and trees.

Overall, the visual character of the project site and its surroundings would improve with the
development of the proposed project and, therefore, the associated impact would be less than

significant.

d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project introduces new sources of
light or glare on the project site which would be incompatible with the areas surrounding the project
site or which pose a safety hazard, such as to motorists utilizing adjacent streets.

Urban Lighting

The project site is located in a well-lit urban area where there are high levels of ambient lighting,
including vehicle headlights, streetlights, architectural and security lighting, and indoor building
illumination (light from the interior of buildings seen through windows).

The proposed project would include security lighting to deter criminal activity from the project site.
The lighting associated with the proposed project would be directed towards the interior of the project
site and directed away from the neighboring land uses. The proposed building would not cause
excessive light or glare that is not visually consistent with surrounding land uses, or result in a
substantial increase in light or glare that would affect sensitive nearby uses. Therefore, the impact
associated with light or glare would be less than significant.

Shade/Shadow

The City of Los Angeles also considers the effects of shadows cast upon adjacent structures containing
uses that are sensitive to shadows. Uses that are sensitive to shadows include: useable outdoor spaces
associated with residential, recreational, or institutional uses; commercial uses with pedestrian-oriented
outdoor spaces or restaurants with outdoor eating areas; nurseries; and solar collectors. However, no
shadow-sensitive uses are adjacent to the project site. As discussed in Section II.A, the structures
surrounding the project site are occupied by commercial uses, vacant commercial structures, and

YWCA ~ Job Corps Urban Campus IV. Environmental Impact Analysis
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surface parking lots. The mnearest sensitive use to the project site is the seven-story multi-family
residential building that is under construction at the southwest corner of 11™ Street and Olive Street.
However, this multi-family residential building is located approximately 290 feet southwest of the
project site, which is a considerable distance from the potential shadow of the proposed project.
Therefore, the impact associated with shade/shadow would be less than significant.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. According to the Draft Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, a
significant cumulative aesthetic impact would occur if any of the related projects would “result in the
removal, alteration, or destruction of similar aesthetic features as the proposed project, and/or would
add structural or other features that would contrast conspicuously with the valued aesthetic character of
the same area as the project.”® Currently, a paved surface parking lot occupies the project site. The
parking lot is not considered to have aesthetic value. It is likely that several of the related projects in
Downtown Los Angeles would also be developed on surface parking lots. However, since surface
parking lots are not considered to be valuable aesthetic features, the cumulative effect of their removal

would not result in a significant impact.

With respect to the cumulative effect of the addition of structural features in the project vicinity,
Related Project No. 9 is the only related project that can be easily seen from the project site (see Figure
10). Related Project No. 9 is the redevelopment of a theater, which does not include substantial
alteration to the existing structure. Therefore, the cumulative aesthetic effect of the development of the

related projects and the proposed project would be less than significant.

2. AGRICULTURE

a) Would the project convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to result in the conversion of state-
designated agricultural land from agricultural use to another non-agricultural use. The California
Department of Conservation, Division of Land Protection, lists Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, and
Farmiand of Statewide Importance under the general category of “Important Farmland”. The Extent of
Important Farmland Map Coverage maintained by the Division of Land Protection indicates that the

3 City of Los Angeles, Draft CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 14, 1998, page L.1-5.
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project site is not included in the Important Farmland category.® The project site is located in the
heavily developed area of Downtown Los Angeles and does not include any State-designated
agricultural lands. Therefore, no impact on farmland or agricultural resources would occur.

b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act

Contract?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to result in the conversion of land zoned
for agricultural use or under a Williamson Act contract from agriculiural use to another non-agriculturat
use. The project site is not currently zoned for agricultural use nor would the proposed project involve
the conversion of agricultural land to another use. Therefore, the proposed project would have no
impact associated with land zoned for agricultural use.

c) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment, which due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project results in the conversion of farmland to
another, non-agricultural use. Neither the project site nor the nearby properties are currently utilized
for agricultural activities and, as discussed above (see Question 2(a)), the project site is not classified in
any “Farmland” category designated by the State. Therefore, the proposed project would have no
impact associated with the conversion of farmland.

Cumulative Impacts

No Impact. Development of the proposed project in combination with the related projects would not
result in the conversion of State-designated agricultural land from agricultural use to a non-agricultural
use. The project site and the related projects are located in a dense urbanized area of the City and do
not include any State-designated agricultural lands. Furthermore, the Extent of Ymportant Farmland
Map Coverage maintained by the Division of Land Protection indicates that the project site and the
surrounding area are not included in the Important Farmland category.® Therefore, the proposed
project in combination with the related projects would have no impact associated with the conversion of

farmland.

* State of California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Program, website: http:/fwww.consrv.ca.gov/dlp/FMMP/overview/survey_area_map.htm,

January 18, 2005.

5 Ipbid.
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3.  AIR QUALITY

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implemeniation of the applicable air quality

plan?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant air quality impact may occur if a project is not consistent
with the applicable Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) or would in some way represent a
substantial hindrance to employing the policies or obtaining the goals of that plan.

The proposed project is located within the South Coast Air Basin (Basin), within the jurisdiction of the
South Coast Air Management District (SCAQMD). The SCAQMD has adopted criteria for consistency
with regional plans and the regional AQMP in its CEQA Air Quality Handbook. These include: 1)
identifying whether the project would increase the frequency or severity of existing.air quality
violations or cause or contribute to new air quality violations and 2) identifying whether the project
would exceed the assumptions utilized in preparing the AQMP. A significant impact may occur if a
project is inconsistent with the growth assumptions upon which the regional AQMP was based.

The SCAQMD is directly responsible for reducing emissions from stationary (area and point), mobile,
and indirect sources. Every three years, the SCAQMD prepares an overall plan for air quality
improvement. Each iteration of the plan is an update of the previous plan and has a 20-year horizon.
The Final 2003 AQMP was adopted by the SCAQMD Governing Board on August 1, 2003. The 2003
AQMP updates the attainment demonstration for the federal standards for ozone and particulate mater
(PMu); replaces the 1997 attainment demonstration for the federal carbon monoxide (CO) standard,
provides a basis for a maintenance plan for CO for the future; and updates the maintenance plan for the
federal nitrogen dioxide (NO:) standard that the Basin has met since 1952. This revision to the AQMP
also addresses several State and federal planning requirements and incorporates significant new
scientific data, primarily in the form of updated emissions inventories, ambient measurements, new
meteorological episodes and new air quality modeling tools. The 2003 AQMP is consistent with and
builds upon the approaches taken in the 1997 AQMP and the 1999 Amendments to the Ozone State
Implementation Plan for the South Coast Air Basin for the attainment of the federal ozone air quality

standard-

Principal control measures of the AQMP focus on adoption of new regulations or enhancement of
existing regulations for stationary sources and implementation/facilitation of advanced transportation
techmologies (i.e., telecommunication, zero emission and alternative-fueled vehicles and infrastructure,
and both capital and noncapital transportation improvements). Capital improvements consist of high-
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes; transit improvements; teaffic flow improvements; park-and-ride and
intermodal facilities; and urban freeway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Noncapital improvements
consist of rideshare matching and transportation demand management activities derived from the

congestion management program.
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The future air quality levels projected in the 2003 AQMP are based on several assumptions. For
example, the SCAQMD assumes that general new development within the Basin will occur in
accordance with population growth and transportation projections identified by SCAG in its most
current version of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG), which was adopted in March
1996. The AQMP also assumes that general development projects will include feasible strategies (i.e.,
mitigation measures) to reduce emissions generated during construction and operation.

In developing the 2003 AQMP, the City of Los Angeles General Plan land use designations were used
to develop a baseline for comparing any changes in land use due to new projects. As discussed above,
the proposed project would involve the development of a seven-story 154,000 gross square foot facility
(110,000 net square feet) that would provide housing and dining for 400 students in 200 two-bedroom
dormitory-style units. However, the General Plan land use designation and zoning would not change
and, therefore, this aspect of the proposed project is consistent with the AQMP.

Another measurement tool use in determining consistency with the AQMP is to determine how a project
accommodates the expected increase in population or employment. Generally, if a project is planned in
a way that results in the minimization of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) both within the project and the
commurity in which it is located, and conmsequently the minimization of air pollutant emissions, that

aspect of the project is consistent with the AQMP.

Primary access to the project site could be provided via the extensive freeway system that encircles
Downtown Los Angeles. However, it is anticipated that the people who would work, live, and/or visit
the proposed project would utilize the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) public transit
system and would therefore not result in an increase in VMT. As discussed above, any project that
reduces the amount of VMT is considered consistent with the AQMP. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with the AQMP and would result in a less-than-significant impact.

b) Would the project violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation?

Less Than Significant Impact. A project may have a significant impact where project-related
emissions would exceed federal, State, or regional standards or thresholds, or where project-related
emissions would substantially contribute t0 an existing or projected air quality violation. The proposed
project is located in an existing urban environment within close proximity to residential and school
uses. Residential and school uses are considered sensitive receptors, whose inhabitants are particularly
sensitive 1o air pollution created by construction and operational activities.

During construction, three basic types of activities would be expected to occur and generate emissions.
First, the existing surface parking lot would be removed. Second, the development site would be
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prepared, excavated, and graded to accommodate building foundations. Third, the proposed project use

would be constructed.

The analysis of daily construction and operational emissions has been prepared utilizing the URBEMIS
2002 computer model recommended by the SCAQMD. Due to the construction time frame and the
normal day-to-day variability in construction activities, it is difficult, if not impossible, to precisely
quantify the daily emissions associated with each phase of the proposed construction activities.
Nonetheless, Table 3 (Worst-Case Estimated Daily Construction Emnissions for the Proposed Project)
identifies daily emissions that are estimated to occur on peak construction days, such as when the entire
site is being graded and when residential and commercial construction is occurring simultaneously. As
shown, construction related daily emissions would not exceed SCAQMD significance thresholds.

Table 3
Worst-Case Estlmated Daﬂy Construchon Emissions for the Proposed Proj ect

PR RAUETINY B " Peak Day Emissions in Pmmds per-Day -

i Emlsmns Sonrce " I“roOG ] . NOx e QO L 80K S [— PM.II)
Slte Excavatlon and Gradmg Phase
Fugitive Dust - - - - 5.00
Off-Road Diesel 4.31 36.05 29.50 - 1.68
On-Road Diesel 0.46 10.43 1.73 0.14 0.25
Worker Trips 0.04 0.07 0.79 0.00 0.00
Total Emissions 4.81 46.55 32.02 0.14 6.93
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 106.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Significant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO
Construction Phase
Building Construction Off-Road _
Diesel 11.25 88.50 31.19 - 4.04
Building Construction Worker
Trips 0.31 0.18 3.76 0.00- 0.05
Arch. Coatings Off-Gas 64.75 - - - -
Arch. Coatings Worker Trips 0.31 0.18 3.76 0.00 0.05
Asphalt Off-Gas 0.00 - - - -
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt On-Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total Emissions 65.06 88.67 84.96 0.00 4.10
SCAQMD Thresholds 75.0 100.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Significant Impact? NO NO NO NO NO
Source: Urbemis 2002, Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, 2005. Calculation sheets are provided in Appendix B.
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However, even though the proposed project would not result in construction related emission levels
which exceed the SCAQMD thresholds, the proposed project would be subject to the provisions of
SCAQMD Rule 403-Fugitive Dust. Rule 403 applies to any activity or man-inade condition capable of
generating fugitive dust. Rule 403 requires the use of best available control measures to suppress
fugitive dust emissions. The requirements of Rule 403 that are applicable to the Proposed Project are

as follows:

(1) A person shall not cause or allow the emissions of fugitive dust from any active operation, open
storage pile, or disturbed surface area such that the presence of such dust remains visible in the

atmosphere beyond the property line of the emission source.

(2) A person conducting active operations within the boundaries of the South Coast Air Basin shall
utilize one or more of the applicable best available control measures to minimize fugitive dust
emissions from each fugitive dust source type, which is part of the active operation.

(3) Any person in the South Coast Air Basin shall:

(A) Prevent or remove within one hour the track-out of bulk material onto public paved
roadways as a result of their operations; or

(B) Take at least one of the actions listed in Table 4 (SCAQMD Rule 403 - Track-Out
Control Options) and:

(i) Prevent the track-out of bulk material onto public paved roadways as a
result of their operations and remove such material at anytime track-out
extends for a cumulative distance of greater than 50 feet on to any paved
public road during active operations; and

(ii) Remove all visible roadway dust tracked-ocut upon public paved roadways
as a result of active operations at the conclusion of each work day when

active operations cease.

As such, construction emissions would result in a less-than-significant regional air quality impact.

V. Environmental Impact Analysis
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Table 4
SCAQMD Rule 403 - Track-Out Control Options
S LT AT AT ER U " Comtrol Opfions &0/ 5D L T L L A T LT R
Pave or apply chemical stabilization and sufficient concentration and frequency to maintain a stabilized
(1) | surface starting from the point of intersection with the public paved surface, and extending for a centerline
distance of at least 100 feet and a width of at least 20 feet.

Pave from the point of intersection with the public paved road surface, and extending for a centerline

@ distance of at least 25 feet and a width of at least 20 feet, and install a track-out control device immediarely
adjacent to the paved surface such that existing vehicles do not travel on any unpaved road surface afier

passing through the track-out control device.

G Any other control measures approved by the Executive Officer and the USEPA as equivalent to the methods
specified in this table may be used. ‘

Source: South Coast Air Quality Management Distric, Rule 403 - Fugitive Dust.

<) Would the project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (incduding releasing emissions, which exceed quantitative threshold

for ozone precursors)?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if the project would add a considerable
. cumulative contribution to federal or State non-attainment pollutams. The proposed project is designed
with the notion that the individuals utilizing the services of the proposed project would travel to and
from the site via public transportation and/or on foot. The employees that would be working at the
proposed project would be relocated from the existing YWCAs in downtown, midtown and Hollywood.
However, it is anticipated that many of them would chose to utilize the public transit system rather than
driving to and from work (see also response to Question 15(a)). Therefore, the primary source criteria
pollutants, which are generated by the use of motor vehicles, for which the region is non-attainment
would not be produced. Nonetheless, the operation of the proposed project site would contribute small
amount of pollutants to the region. The analysis of daily operational emissions has been prepared
utilizing the URBEMIS 2002 computer model recommended by the SCAQMD. The results of these
calculations, and associated SCAQMD thresholds, are presented in Table 5 (Project Daily Operational
Emissions). These pollutant emissions would not exceed threshold defined by the SCAQMD.
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Table 5
Project Daily Operational Emissions

o o = ¢ . Emissions in Pounds per Day
- Emissions Source _ROG | 'NO. | CO 80 [ PMu
Water and Space Heating 0.11 1.49 0.60 - 0.00
Landscape Maintenance 0.08 0.01 0.58 0.00 0.00
Consumer Products 0.00 - - - -
Motor Vehicles 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Thresholds (Ib/day) 55.0 55.0 550.0 150.0 150.0
Significant Impact NO NO NO NO NO
Source: Urberds 2002. Christopher A, Joseph & Associates, 2004. Computer sheets are provided in Appendix B.

d) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to generate pollutant
concentrations to a degree that would significandy affect sensitive receptors. Motor vehicles are the
primary source of pollutants in the project vicinity. Traffic-congested roadways and intersections have
the potential to generate localized high levels of CO. Localized areas where ambient concentrations
exceed federal and/or State standards for CO are termed CO hotspots. Section 9.4 of the
SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook identifies CO as a localized problem requiring additional
analysis when a project is likely to subject sensitive receptors to CO hotspots. The SCAQMD defines
typical sensitive receptors as residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare centers, athletic facilities,
long-termn health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement

homes.

However, as described above, the proposed project would not result in the creation of any new vehicle
trips to the surrounding roadways and intersections. Therefore, air pollutants emissions associated with
the proposed project would only be generated by the consumption of electricity and natural gas and
would be considered a stationary operational emission. The results, shown in Table 5, indicate that the
Proposed Project does not exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds for ROG, NO:, CO, SO: and
PMuo. Therefore, as shown, this impact would be less than significant.

e Would the project create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if objectionable odors occur which
would adversely impact sensitive receptors. Odors are typically associated with the use of chemicals,
solvents, petroleum products, and other strong-smelling elements used in manufacturing processes.
Odors related to any potential kitchen use may result. However, these odors would be considered
consistert with odors generated in the vicinity due to existing restaurants in the area and would be result
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in a less-than-significant impact. Therefore, impacts associated with objectionable odors would be less
than significant.

Cumulative Impacts

Construction Impacts

Less Than Sigpificant Impact. The City has identified 35 related projects within 1.5 miles of the
proposed project. Construction of these projects could result in cumulative impacts on local air quality,
particularly fugitive dust impacts, if all were constructed simultaneously. However, because the nearest
related project (Related Project No. 27), located at the intersection of Olive Street and 11% Street, is
nearing completion and the proposed project is located on 2 relatively small parcel, it is very unlikely
that the local area would experience curmulative impacts from the two projects - even if both were under
construction at the same time. Also, as with operational emissions, the adopted AQMP projects
construction-related regional emissions for the population growth anticipated through 2025 and includes
control measures to offset the increase in regional emissions that would result from construction
activities. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant cumulative construction-

related impact on air quality.
Regional Operational Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. The 2003 AQMP is based on population growth through 2025, which
is based on data from each of the cities and counties in the region. All projects in the region are
assurmned to contribute to regional air pollution and, as such, the emissions associated with these projects
are modeled by the SCAQMD to provide an understanding of future air quality without additional
emissions controls. Based on this modeling, if it is determined that pollutant concentrations exceed
State or national ambient air standards, the SCAQMD, SCAG and California Air Resources Board
develop additional emission control strategies to offset emissions and to reduce pollutant concentrations

to below the standards.

Tn addition, the project site is within SCAG’s Los Angeles City sub-area, and the City of Los Angeles
estimates population growth to 2025 for the AQMP. SCAG has determined that, as long as the new
population generated by a project is within the total population forecast for the sub-area in the project’s
buildout year, the proposed project would be consistent with the AQMP. As a result, cumulative
impacts are offset by the emnissions controls set forth in the AQMP. As discussed above in Question
3(a), the proposed project would be consistent with the AQMP. Furthermore, the proposed project is
anticipated to be completed by 2007, which is prior to the AQMP growth forecast buildout year of
2025. Therefore, the proposed project would be consistent with the total population forecast in the
AQMP, and the proposed project would have a less-than-significant cumulative operational impact on

air quality.

ﬁ
YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus IV. Environmental Impact Analysis

Initial Study Page IV-13



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates March 2003

4, BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulation, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if a project were to remove or modify habitat for any
species identified or designated as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the State or federal regulatory agencies cited. The project site and
the surrounding area are currently domminated by dense urban developrnent, consisting largely of
commercial and parking land uses. Currently, the project site is occupied by a paved surface parking
lot. Furthermore, the project site is surrounded by urban development with no significant areas of
natural open space and no areas of significant biological resource value. No candidate, sensitive, or
special status species identified in local plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department
of Fish and Game (CDFG) or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) were found or are expected
fo occur on the project site, as the project site supports no habitat for such species. Therefore, the
proposed project would have no impact on any sensitive species or habitat.

b) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if riparian habitat or any other sensitive natural
community identified locally, regionally, or by the State and federal regulatory agencies cited were to
be adversely modified without adequate mitigation. The project site is located in a heavily urbanized
area which has been previously developed. No riparian or other sensitive habitat areas are presently
located on or adjacent to the project site. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not
result in any adverse impacts to riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities.

o) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
of the Clean Water Act are modified or removed without adequate mitigation. The project site and
surrounding area is currently dominated by dense urban development, consisting largely of commercial
and parking land uses. Stormwater runoff from the project site is accommodated by City storm drain
infrastructure. The proposed project would not significantly increase the amount of stormwater runoff
from the site (see Question 8(c), below). The project site does not support riparian or wetland habitat,

‘—_———_——__—m"—'____——__.—-‘—l‘—'&_,—__ﬂ—_—
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as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (see Question 4(b), above). Therefore, no impact to
riparian or wetland habitats would occur with implementation of the proposed project.

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if a project would interfere or remove access to a
migratory wildlife corridor or impede the use of mative wildlife nursery sites. The project site is
located in a dense urban area that has been previously disturbed. No wildlife corridors are located on
the project site or in the project area due to existing urban development. Therefore, no impact to fish
or wildlife corridors would occur with implementation of the proposed project.

€) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

No Impact. A project-related significant adverse effect could occur if a project is inconsistent with
local regulations pertaining to biological resources. Local ordinances protecting biological resources
are limited to the City of Los Angeles Qak Tree Preservation Ordinance. The project site does not
contain oak trees or other protected biological resources. Therefore, implementation of the proposed
project would not affect any local polices or ordinances protecting or preserving biological resources
and no impact would occur.

4] Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat

copservation plan?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if a project is inconsistent with resource policies of any
conservation plans of the types cited above. The project site and its vicinity are not part of any draft or
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional or State habitat conservation plan. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would
not conflict with any such plan and no impact would occur.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the proposed project in combination with the related
projects would not significantly impact wildlife corridors or habitat for any candidate, sensitive, or
special status species identified in local plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFG or the USFWS.
No such habitat is expected to occur in the vicinity of the related projects and the proposed project due
to the existing dense urban development. Local ordinances protecting biological resources are limited
to the City of Los Angeles Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance. Although, the project site does not
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contain any oak trees, there is a possibility that some of the related project sites could contain cak trees.
Any removal of oak trees would be done in accordance with the City of Los Angeles Qak Tree
Preservation Ordinance. Therefore, cumulative impacts to biological resources would be less than

significant.
5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in §15064.5?

No Impact. Section 15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines defines an historical resources as: 1) a
resource listed in or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission, for listing
in the California Register of Historical Resources; 2) a resource listed in a local register of historical
resources or identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting certain state guidelines; or
3) an object, building, structure, site, area, place, record or manuscript which a lead agency determines
to be significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social,
political, military, or cultural annals of California, provided that the lead agency’s determination is
supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record. A project-related significant adverse
effect would occur if the proposed project were to adversely affect a historical resource meeting one of

the above definitions.

The project site is currently a paved surface parking lot. No structures, which could have any historical
significance, exist on the project site. Therefore, the development of the proposed project would not
result in a change to the significance of a historical resource and no impact would occur.

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. Section 15064.5 of the State CEQA
Guidelines defines significant archaeological resources as resources which meet the criteria for
historical resources, as discussed above, or resources which constitute unique archaeological resources.
A project-related significant adverse effect could occur if the project were to affect archaeological

resources which fall under either of these categories.

No known prehistoric archaeological resources have been identified on the project site. Thus,
implementation of the proposed project would not affect known archaeological resources. All portions
of the project site have been developed and as such, have been subject to ground disturbing activities
such as grading and excavating, which could have damaged, destroyed, or removed any archaeological
resources that could have been present. The geologic investigation for the proposed project (see
Section 6, Geology and Soils, below for additional information) revealed that fill material exists at
depths between 1.5 and three feet below the surface. The native soils bepeath the project site consist of
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silty to sandy clay and clayey silt, followed by silty sand, sand, and then varying layers of silty sand
and sand to a depth of approximately 60 feet. These native earth materials consist of younger and older
alluvial soils that were deposited by the meandering rivers and streams, which are typical to this area of
Downtown Los Angeles. The proposed project includes a basement level, which would include
excavation of the native alluvium. As there is a potential for the alluvium beneath the project site to
contain previously unknown archaeological resources, it is possible that unknown prehistoric
archaeological resources could be encountered during the project’s construction phase. ‘Without proper
care during grading and excavation, unknown resources could be damaged or destroyed. Therefore,
project impacts on unknown archaeological resources would be potentially significant.

Mitigation Measures

Because the proposed project would result in potentially significant impacts to unknown archaeological
resources, the mitigation measures listed below are recommended. Implementation of these measures
would reduce this potentially significant impact to a less-than-significant level.

(5-1) Prior to excavation and construction on the project site, the prime construction contractor
and any subcontractor(s) shall be cautioned on the legal and/or regulatory implications of
knowingly destroying cultural resources or removing artifacts, human remains, bottles, and
other cultural materials from the project site.

(5-2) If during any phase of project construction, amy cultural materials are encountered,
construction activities within a 50-meter radius shall be halted immediately, and the project
applicant shall notify the City. A qualified prehistoric archaeologist (as approved by the
City) shall be retained by the project applicant and shall be allowed to conduct a more
detailed inspection and examination of the exposed cultural materials. During this time,
excavation and construction would not be allowed in the immediate vicinity of the find.
However, those activities could continue in other areas of the project site.

(5-3) If any find were determined to be significant by the archaeologist, the City and the
archaeologist would meet to determine the appropriate course of action.

(54) All cultural materials recovered from the site would be subject to scientific analysis,
professional museum curation, and a report prepared according to current professional

standards.

If human remains are discovered at the project site during comstruction, work at the specific
construction site at which the remains have been uncovered shall be suspended, and the City of Los
Angeles Public Works Department and County coroner shall be immediately notified. If the remains
are determined by the County coroner to be Native American, the Native American Heritage
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Commission (NAHC) shall be notified within 24 hours, and the guidelines of the NAHC shall be
adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the remains.

c) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site

or unique geologic feature?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant adverse effect could occur if
grading or excavation activities associated with the proposed project would disturb paleontological

resources or geologic features which presently exist within the project site.

No known unique paleontological resources have been identified on the project site.  Thus,
implementation of the proposed project would not affect known unique paleontological resources. All
portions of the project site have been developed and as such, have been subject to ground disturbing
activities such as grading, which could have damaged, destroyed, or removed any paleontological
resources that could have been present. Thus, the potential for archaeological resources to occur in
those areas is low. However, other portions of the project site contain older alluvium, which could
potentially contain paleontological resources. The potential for unknown paleontological deposits to
occur in these deposits cannot be ruled out. Without proper care during grading and excavation,
unknown resources could be damaged or destroyed. Therefore, project impacts on unknown unique
paleontological resources would be potentially significant.

The project site is relatively flat, and soils at the site consist primarily of younger and older alluvium.
No unique geologic features are located on the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not

result in any impacts to unique geologic features.

Mitigation Measures

Because the proposed project would result in potentially significant impacts to unkmown unique
paleontological resources, the mitigation measures listed below are recommended. Implementation of
these mitigation measures would reduce this potentially significant impact to a less-than-significant

level.

(5-5) The project applicant shall identify a qualified paleontologist prior to any demolition,
excavation, or construction. The City shall approve the selected paleontologist prior to
issuance of the grading permit. The project paleontologist shall attend the pre-grading
meeting to discuss how to recognize paleontological resources in the soil during grading
activities. The prime construction contractor and any subcontractor(s) shall be cautioned on
the legal and/or regulatory implications of knowingly destroying paleontological resources
or removing paleontological resources from the project site.
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(5-6) If paleomtological resources are encounmtered during the course of site development
activities, work in that area shall be halied and the project paleontologist shall be notified of
the find. The project paleontologist shall have the authority to temporarily divert or
redirect grading to allow time to evaluate any exposed fossil material. “Temporary” shall
be two working days for the evaluation process.

(5-7) If the project paleontologist determines that the resource is significant, then any
scientifically significant specimens shall be properly collected by the project paleontologist.
During collecting activities, contextual stratigraphic data shall also be collected. The data
will include lithologic descriptions, photographs, measured stratigraphic sections, and field

notes.

(5-8) Scientifically significant specimens shall be prepared to the point of identification (not
exhibition), stabilized, identified, and offered for curation to a suitable repository that has a

retrievable storage system.

(5-9) The project paleontologist shall prepare a final report at the end of the earthmoving
activities; the report shall include an itemized inventory of recovered fossils and appropriate
stratigraphic and locality data. The project paleontologist shall send one copy of the report
to the City of Los Angeles; another copy should accompany any fossils, along with field
logs and photographs, to the designated repository.

d) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal

cemeteries?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant adverse effect would occur if
grading or excavation activities associated with a project were to disturb previously interred human
remains. No known human burials have been identified on the project site or vicinity. However, it is
possible that unknown human remains could occur on the project site, and if proper care is not taken
during project comstruction, damage to or destruction of these unknown remains could occur.

Therefore, project impacts to human remains would be potentially significant.

Mitigarion Measures

Mitigation Measures 5-1 through 5-5 listed above for the impacts to unknown prehistoric archaeological
resources would also be applicable to impacts to human remains, and would reduce this potentially

significant impact to a less-than-significant level.

S
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Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project in combination with the
related projects would result in the continued development (or redevelopment) of residential,
commercial, and office land uses in the City of Los Angeles (see Figure 10 and Table 1). Impacts to
cultural resources tend to be site-specific and are assessed on a site-by-site basis. The extent of the
cultiral resources (if any) that occur at the related project sites is unknown and, as such, it is not
known whether any of the related projects would result in significant impacts to culwral resources.
However, similar to the proposed project, such determinations would be made on a case-by-case basis
and, if necessary, the applicants of the related projects would be required to implement the appropriate
mitigation measures. Furthermore, the analysis of the proposed project’s impacts to cultural resources
concluded that, through the implementation of the mitigation measures recommended above, project
impacts to cultural resources would be less than significant. Therefore, the proposed project would not
contribute to any potential cumulative impacts, and cumulative impacts to cultural resources would be

less than significant.
6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

The following analysis is based upon the Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Investigation Proposed
Dormitory 1016 and 1020 South Olive Street, Los Angeles, California, prepared by Geotechnologies,
Inc., August 2003, and Geotechnical Engineering Investigation Proposed Dormitory 1020 South Olive
Street, Los Angeles, California, prepared by Geotechnologies, Inc., Fuly 2004. These reports are

included as Appendix D to this Initial Study.

a) Would the project expose people or struciures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

@ Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines

and Geology Special Publication 42.

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located within a State-
designated Alquist-Priolo Zone or other designated fault zone, and appropriate building practices are
not employed. The project site is located in the seismically active region of Southern California.
Numerous active and potentially active faults with surface expressions (fault traces) have been mapped
adjacent to, within, and beneath the City of Los Angeles. However, there are no active surface fault
traces identified by the State, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
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Map, known to be present on the project site.® Therefore, the possibility of surface fault rupture
affecting the project site would be considered remote, and the proposed project would not present any
adverse impacts with respect to exposing people or property to hazardous conditions resulting from
rupture of a known earthquake fault on the project site. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would

occur.
(i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project represents an increased
risk to public safety or destruction of property by exposing people, property or infrastructure to
seismically induced ground shaking hazards that are greater than the average risk associated with
locations in the Southern California region. Southern California is active seismic region (UBC Seismic
Zone [V). According to EQFAULT, the closest fault to the site is the Newport-Inglewood Fault, which
is 6.0 miles from the project site. As with all properties in the seismically active Southern California
regidn, the project site is susceptible to ground shaking during a seismnic event. The main seismic
hazard to the project site is moderate to strong ground shaking on one of the local regional fauls.
Although susceptible to ground shaking, the project site is not in a State-designated Alquist-Priolo

Earthquake Zone, as discussed above.

The City of Los Angeles Upiform Building Code, upgraded since the 1994 Northridge earthquake,
contains construction requirements, such as the use of shear panels and reinforcement, to assure that
habitable structures are built to a level of acceptable seismic risk. Modern, well-constructed buildings
are designed to resist ground shaking through the use of shear panels, frames and reinforcement. The
potential seismic hazard to the proposed project site would not be higher than in most areas of the City
of Los Angeles or elsewhere in the region. Therefore, the risks from seismic ground shaking are
considered to be less than significant. Nonetheless, the following mitigation measure would reduce

further this less-than-significant impact.

Mitigation Measure

(6-1) The project shall comply with the recommendations, listed on pages 13-32 of the
Geotechnical Engineering Investigation File Proposed Dormitory 1016 and 1020 South
Olive Street, Los Angeles, California prepared by Geotechnologies, August 2003; and
pages 13-35 of the Geotechnical Engineering Investigation File Proposed Dormitory 1020
South Olive Street, Los Angeles, California prepared by Geotechnologies, July 2004 (sce

Appendix D).

6 Active faults are classified by the State Division of Mines and Geology as SJaults showing evidence of surface
displacement within the last 11,000 years.
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(iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including lquefaction?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located in an area
identified as having a high risk of liquefaction and mitigation measures required within such designated
areas are not incorporated into the project. Liquefaction describes a phenomenon where cyclic stresses,
which are produced by earthquake-induced ground motions, create excess pore pressures in
cohesionless soils. As a result, the soils may acquire a high degree of mobility, which can lead to
lateral spreading, consolidation and settlement of loose sediments, ground oscillation, flow failure, loss
of bearing strength, ground fissuring, and sand boils, and other damaging deformations. This
phenomenon occurs only below the water table, but after liquefaction has developed, it can propagate
upward into overlying, non-saturated soils as excess pore water escapes. The possibility of liquefaction
occurring at a given site is dependant upon the occurrence of a significant earthquake in the vicinity,
sufficient groundwater to cause high pore pressures, and on the grain size, relative density, and
confining pressures of the scil at the site.

Liquefaction typically occurs in areas where the groundwater is less than 50 feet from the surface, and
where the soils are composed of poorly consolidated, fine to medium-grained sand. In addition to the
necessary soil conditions, the ground accelerations and duration of the earthquake mmst also be of a
sufficient level to initiate liquefaction. Groundwater, at 60 feet below the existing ground surface, was
not encountered to the total depth of exploration at the project site. According to the Liquefaction
Evaluation Report’ contained in the Seismic Hazard Evaluation of the Hollywood Quandrangle, the
historic high groundwater level for the vicinity of the project site was 110 feet below the ground
surface. In addition, the project site is not located in a State Seismic Hazard Zone for liquefaction.
Therefore, the project site would not be considered prone to liquefaction. Therefore, a less-than-

significant impact would occur.
(iv)  Landslides?

No Impact. A significant adverse effect may occur if a project is located in a hillside area with soil
conditions that would suggest high potential for sliding. The probability of seismically-induced
landslides affecting the subject development is considered to be remote, due to the relatively flat or
gently sloping nature of the site and surrounding areas. Therefore, no impact would occur.

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project exposes large areas to the
erosional effects of wind or water for a protracted period of time. Due to previous grading on the

7 Loyd, Ralph C., and Mattison, Elise, 1998, Seismic Hazard Evaluation of the Hollywood 7.5-Minute
Quadrangle, Los Angeles County, California, CDMG Open File Report 98-17.
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project site, no original topsoil remains onsite. The topography of the project site is relatively flat and
it would be mostly paved-over (except for 5,630 square feet of landscaped area in the courtyard), so
little soil would be exposed during the operation of the proposed project. Construction activities
associated with the proposed project would expose soil and, thus, potentally erode soils. However,
erosion controls would be implemented to reduce the effects of erosion during construction. All onsite
grading and site preparation would comply with applicable grading and building permit requirements
and Best Management Practices (BMPs). Onsite grading and site preparation would comply with all
applicable provisions of Chapter IX, Division 70 of the LAMC, which addresses grading, excavations,
and fills. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur as a result of erosion or loss of topsoil.

©) Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, Iateral

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is built in an unstable area
without proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings,
thus posing a hazard to life and property. Potential impacts with respect to liquefaction and landslide
potential are evaluated in Questions 6(a)(iii) and (iv) above. The existing groundwater levels atr the
project site are not levels prone to liquefaction, nor is the proposed project site located in a State
Seismic Hazard Zone for liquefaction. The probability of a seismically-induced landslide affecting the
proposed project site is remote, due to its relatively flat topography.

Construction of the proposed project would comply with the City of Los Angeles Uniform Building
Code, which is designed to assure safe construction, including building foundation requirements that are
appropriate to site conditions. As discussed in the Geotechnical Engineering Investigation (Appendix
D), due to the dense nature of the nawral soils underlying the project site, the project site would not be
prone to significant dynamic settlement. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as identified in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Significant Tmpact. A significant impact may occur if a project is built on expansive soils
without proper site preparation or design features to provide adequate foundations for project buildings,
thus posing a hazard to life and property. The project site is not known to be an area susceptible to
liquefaction (see Questions 6(a)(iii) and (iv) above). In addition, the sandy soils which would be
exposed during the construction of the proposed basement level, are in the very low expansion range,
while the soils at the existing grade are in the moderate expansive range. A test performed on a
representative sample of the project site soils at a depth of 15 to 20 feet had an Expansion Index of 2,
and tests performed on representative samples of the project site soils from zero to five feet had an
Expansive Index of 60 to 75. Special considerations for expansive soils are required for concrete
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pavements at the ground surface level. Safe construction would be assured through compliance with the
City of Los Angeles Uniform Building Code, which includes building foundation requirements
appropriate for site-specific conditions. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of

wastewater?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located in an area not served by an existing
sewer system. The project site is located in a developed area of the City of Los Angeles, which is
served by a wastewater collection, conveyance and treatment system operated by the City. No septic
tanks or alternative disposal systems are necessary, nor are they proposed. Therefore, no impact would

occur.

Cumulative Impacts

No Impact. Development of the proposed project in conjunction with the related projects would result
in further “infilling™ of various land uses in the City of Los Angeles area. Geotechnical hazards are
site-specific and there is little, if any, cumulative relationship between development of the proposed
project and the related projects. As such, construction of the related projects is not anticipated to
combine with the proposed project to cumulatively expose people or structures to such geologic hazards
and landslides and/or unstable soils, or to increase the potential for soil erosion or the loss of topsoil.
Therefore, no cumulative geological impacts are anticipated from the proposed project and the related

projects.
7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment throngh the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project involves use or disposal of hazardous materials
as part of its routine operations and would have the potential to generate toxic or otherwise hazardous
emissions that could adversely affect sensitive receptors. Other than typical cleaning solvents used for
office and dormitory purposes, no hazardous materials would be used, transported or disposed of in
conjunction with the routine day-to-day operations of the proposed project. Therefore, no impact

would occur.
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b) Would the project create significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials

into the environment?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact may occur if a project
could potentially pose a hazard to nearby semsitive receptors by releasing hazardous rmaterials into the
environment through accident or upset conditions. The project site is currently paved entirely with a
surface parking lot. As such, no Poly-Chlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs), Asbestos Containing Materials
(ACMs) or Lead-Based Paint occur within the project site. In addition, as mentioned in the Update
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report prepared by Converse Consultants on January 17, 2005,
no aboveground or underground storage tanks exist within the project site.

Oil Wells

Based on the zoning for the project site, oil drilling activities are permitted to occur onsite. However,
as stated in the Update Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report, and confirmed with a site visit
by Christopher A. Joseph & Associates, no oil wells or gas wells are located on the project site or

adjacent properties.

Methane Gas

The presence of methane gas in the subsurface is common within former oil production areas and other
locations where organic material, such as grass, leaves, wood, manure, €tc., are present in the soil.
Methane is generated by the biodegradation of organic matter in the absence of oxygen. Methane is not
toxic, however, it is combustible and potentially explosive at concentrations above 53,000 parts per
million (ppm) in the presence of oxygen. While non-pressurized methane is normally not problematic,
if the gas accumnulates to high concentrations and becomes pressurized, detectable levels may enter the
interior of a structure through cracks or other penetrations present in foor slabs.

The project site is located within a methane gas zone, and thus, methane gas may be present or may
potentially be present in the future in the subsurface beneath the project site. In accordance with the
City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety (LADBS) Methane Ordinance (“Ordinance™),
the project site is subject to further subsurface investigation to determine the extent of methane beneath
the proposed structures, and to develop am appropriate methane mitigation plan. Pursuant to the
Ordinance, the LADBS has the authority to withhold permits on projects [ocated within a Methane
Zone or Methane Buffer Zone, as established under Sections 91.7101 et seq. of the LAMC. Building
permits may be issued upon submittal of detailed plans that show adequate protection against flammable
gas incursion by providing the installation of suitable methane mitigation systems. The Ordinance
applies to all new buildings and paved areas located within a Methane Zone or Methane Buffer Zone.
Accordingly, as provided in the mitigation measure below, the Project Applicant would be required to

ﬁ_——_——-——h—_‘——_————-————————m
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complete a detailed methane report to document the potential for methane hazards and prescribe specific
Methane Mitigation Standards to reduce potential methane hazards to a less-than-significant level. With
incorporation of the mitigation measure below, impacts associated with methane gas would be reduced

to a less-than-significant level.

Mitigation Measure

(7-1)  In accordance with the .LADBS Methane Ordinance (2004), prior to issuance of a building
permit, the Project Applicant shall submit a detailed plan that demonstrates adequate
protection against flammable gas incursion by providing the installation of suitable methane
mitigation systems, if warranted, based on further site specific subsurface investigations.
Methane Mitigation Standards shall be implemented in accordance with Section 91.7102 of
the LAMC, and as directed and approved by the Department of Building and Safety and

Los Angeles Fire Department.

c) Would the project emit bazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No Impact. A significant adverse effect may occur if a project site is located within one-quarter mile
of an existing or proposed school site and is projected to release toxic emissions which pose a health
hazard beyond regulatory thresholds. There are no schools or proposed schools located within one-
quarter mile of the project site. The nearest school, 9™ Street Elementary, is approximately one mile
east of the project site. In addition, as stated in Section 7(a), above, the proposed project would use, at
most, minimal amounts of hazardous materijals for routine cleaning and, therefore, would not pose any
substantial potential for accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials. Thus, there
would be no impact concerning emission of hazardous materials near an existing school or proposed

school.

d Would the project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

The following analysis is based upon three reports prepared by Converse Consultants:

» Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, APN 5139-012-008 and APN 5139-013-009, August
12, 2003;

¢ Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, 1026 and 1032 South Olive Street, April 5, 2004; and

* Updated Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, 1016, 1026 and 1032 South Olive Street,
January 17, 2005.
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The project site consists of four parcels-APN 5139-012-608, 5139-012-009, 5139-012-007 and 513-
011-012. The Phase I prepared in August 2003 addressed the first two parcels, while the Phase I
prepared in April 2004 addressed the second two parcels. The Phase 1 prepared in January 2005 was
an update to all four parcels. These three reports are available for public review at the Community
Redevelopment Agency, 354 South Spring Street, Suite 700 in the City of Los Angeles.

No Impact. California Government Code Section 65962.5 requires various State agencies to compile
lists of hazardous waste disposal facilities, unauthorized releases from underground storage tanks,
contaminated drinking water wells and solid waste facilities where there is known migration of
hazardous waste and submit such information to the Secretary for Environmental Protection on at least
an annual basis. A significant impact may occur if a project site is included on any of the above lists
and poses an environmental hazard to surrounding sensitive uses.

A review of the most current databases and files from federal, State, and local environmental regulatory
agencies was conducted to identify use, generation, storage, treatment or disposal of hazardous
materials and chemicals, or release incidents of such materials, which may impact the proposed project.
The three Phase I Environmenta! Site Assessments include a database search of hazardous material sites
that are listed pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. The project site is not included on any
of the applicable lists. Two adjacent properties were identified on the Hazardous Waste Information
System (HAZNET); however, as stated in the August 2003 Phase I, these properties do not have the
potential to impact the project site due to the type of regulatory listing. Therefore, as the project site is
not inchuded in any hazards list and would not be impacted by any adjacent hazardous sites, no impact

would occur.

€ For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located within a public airport land use plan
area, or within two miles of a public airport, and subject to a safety hazard. The nearest airports are
the Compton Airport and El Monte Airport, which are located approximately 14 miles to the south and
approximately 15 miles to the east, respectively. As such, the proposed project is not included in any
airport land use plan.® Therefore, no impact would occur.

¢ Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, Los Angeles County Airport Land Use Commission
Comprehensive Land Use Plan, December 19, 1991.

M
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1)) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur only if a project were in the vicinity of a private airstrip
and would subject area residents and workers to a safety hazard. The proposed project is not located in
the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no impact would occur.

2 Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to interfere with roadway operations used
in conjunction with an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan or would generate traffic
congestion that would interfere with the execution of such a plan. The proposed project is not located
on or near an adopted emergency response or evacuation plan.” Development of the project site may
require temporary and/or partial street closures due to construction activities. Nonetheless, while such
closures may cause temporary inconvenience, they would not be expected to substantially interfere with
emergency response or evacuation plans. The proposed project would not cause permanent alterations
to vehicular circulation routes and patterns, impede public access or travel upon public rights-of-way.
Therefore, the proposed project would mot be expected to interfere with any adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan, and no project impact would occur.

h) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
imvolving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located in proximity to wildland areas and
poses a potential fire hazard, which could affect persons or structures in the area in the event of a fire.
The project site is located in a dense urban area of the City that does not include wildlands or high fire
hazard terrain or vegetation and, therefore, is not subject to hazards from wildland fires.'

Consequently, no impact would occur.

*  Los Angeles City Planning Department, Environmental and Public Facilities Map: Critical Facilities &
Lifeline Systems, September 1, 1996.

“ City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Zone Information and Map Access System, website:
hup:fzimas. lacity .org, January 18, 2005,
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Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the proposed project in combination with the related
projects has the potential to increase the use, storage, transport, and/or release of hazardous materials.
However, with implementation of Mitigation Measure 7-1, the potential impact associated with the
proposed project would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

With respect to the presence of hazardous substances associated with the related projects, each related
project would be evaluated for potential threats to public safety. This would occur for each individual
project affected, in conjunction with development proposals on these properties. Furthermore, local
municipalities are required to follow local, State and federal laws regarding hazardous materials.
Therefore, assuming compliance with local, State and federal laws pertaining to hazardous materials,
cumulative impacts would be considered less than significant.

With respect to hazards from wildfires, the proposed project area (including the related projects) is an
urbanized portion of Los Angeles that does not include wildlands or high fire hazard terrain or
vegetation. In addition, similar to the proposed project, none of the related projects are located within
an airport land use plan or within the vicinity of a private airstrip. As such, no cumulative impact

would occur.
8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
a) ‘Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project discharges water which does not meet the
quality standards of agencies which regulate surface water quality and water discharge into storm water
drainage systems. Significant impacts would also occur if a project does not comply with all applicable
regulations with regard to surface water quality as governed by the State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB). These regulations include compliance with the Standard Urban Storm Water
Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) requirements to reduce potential water quality impacts.

Construction activities associated with the proposed project would be subject to City inspection. Any
construction work would be required to meet the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) requirements for storm water quality. The contractor would also be required to implement
Best Management Practices (BMPs) for erosion control. In addition, the contractor would file a Notice
of Imtent with the State Water Resources Control Board and prepare a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) prior to any construction activity. Implementation of the BMPs in the
project’s SWPPP and compliance with the City’s discharge requirements would ensure that the project
construction would not violate any water quality standards or discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade water quality. Therefore, the project’s construction-related water quality impacts

would be less than significant.
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With respect to the operation of the proposed project, a SUSMP would be implemented which would
ensure that potential impacts associated with water quality would be less than significant. Furthermore,
the proposed project would not include industrial discharge to any public water system. With
appropriate project design and compliance with the applicable federal, State and local regulations, Code
requirements and permit provisions, no impact would occur.

b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering
of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have

bee_n granted)?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project includes deep excavations resulring in the
potential to interfere with groundwater movement ot included withdrawal of groundwater or paving of
existing permeable surfaces important to groundwater recharge. Stormwater nunoff from the proposed
project would be accommodated by the existing City storm drain infrastructure. The historic high
groundwater level in the vicinity of the project site is approximately 110 feet below the ground
surface." The proposed project would involve the development of a seven-story 154,000 gross square
foot facility (110,000 net square feet) on an existing surface that is largely impermeable. Furthermore,
the proposed project would include a landscaped courtyard, which would provide approximately 5,630
square feet of permeable surfaces. This represents an increase in the amount of permeable surfaces as
compared to existing conditions. Therefore, the development of the proposed project would not
substantially alter groundwater recharge. Project excavation would be restricted to the basement level,
one level in depth. Furthermore, no water wells are proposed as part of the project. Therefore, the
proposed project would not deplete groundwater supplies and no impact would occur.

c) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project results in a substantial alteration of drainage
patterns that would result in a substantial increase in erosion or siltation during construction or
operation of the project. The project site is located in a dense urbanized area and no stream or river
courses are located in the project vicinity. The closest water body to the project site is the Los Angeles
River, located approximately 1.8 miles east of the project site. The project site is presently covered
almost entirely with impermeable surface (i.e., asphalt). The proposed project would increase the

4 Geotechnologies, Geotechnical Engineering Investigation Proposed Dormitory 1020 South Olive Street, Los
Angeles, California, July 6, 2004.
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amount of permeable surfaces by providing an approximately 5,630 square feet of landscaping in a
courtyard. Runoff from the project site currently flows, and would continue to flow, towards existing
City storm drains. Therefore, the potential impact associated with the alteration of existing drainage

patterns would be less than significant.

d) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project results in increased runoff volumes during
construction or operation of the project that would result in flooding conditions affecting the project site
or nearby properties. Currently, runoff from the project site flows southwest along Olive Street to
existing storm drain inlets at the intersection of Olive Street and 11™ Street.” With the development of
the proposed project, runoff would continue to be directed towards existing storm drain inlets at the
intersection of Olive Street and 11 Street. Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially
alter the existing drainage pattern of the project area. No project impact would occur.

€) Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact may occur if a project
would increase the volume of storm water runoff to a level which exceeded the capacity of the storm
drain system serving a project site. A projeci-related significant adverse effect would also occur if a
project would substantially increase the probability that polluted runoff would reach the storm drain
system. Runoff from the project site currently is and would continue to be collected on the project site
and directed towards existing storm drains in the project vicinity. All contaminants gathered during
such routine cleaning would be disposed of in compliance with applicable stormwater poliution
prevention permits. Therefore, the proposed project would not provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff to the storm drain system or increase storm water runoff from the project site above

existing levels.
Construction-Related Project Impacts

Three general sources of potential short-term construction-related stormwater pollution associated with
the proposed project are: 1) the handling, storage, and disposal of construction materials containing
pollutants; 2) the maintenance and operation of construction equipment; and 3) earth moving activities

2 City af Los Angeles, Bureau of Engineering, Navigate LA, website:
http://navigatela. lacity.org/maps/lamap.mwf, January 28, 2005.
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which, when not controlled, may pgenerate soil erosion and transportation, via storm runoff or
mechanical equipment. Generally, routine safety precautions for handling and storing construction
materials may effectively mitigate the potential pollution of stormwater by these materials. These same
types of common sense, “good housekeeping” procedures can be extended to non-hazardous stormwater
pollutants such as sawdust and other solid wastes.

Poorly maintained vehicles and heavy equipment leaking fuel, oil, antifreeze, or other fluids on the
construction site are also common sources of stormwater poliution and soil contamination.

In addition, grading activities can greatly increase erosion processes. Two general strategies are
recommended to prevent construction silt from entering local storm drains. First, erosion control
procedures should be implemented for those areas that must be exposed. Secondly, the area should be
secured 1o control offsite migration of pollutants. These BMPs are outlined in greater detail in the
following Mitigation Measures section. When properly designed and implemented, these “good-
housekeeping™ practices are expected to reduce short-term construction-related impacts to a less-than-

significant level.
Operation-Related Project Impacts

Activities associated with operation of the proposed project would generate substances that could
degrade the quality of water runoff. The deposition of certain chemicals by trucks in the loading area
could have the potential to contribute metals, oil and grease, solvents, phosphates, hydrocarbons, and
suspended solids to the storm drain system. However, impacts to water quality would be reduced since
the project must comply with water quality standards and wastewater discharge BMPs set forth by the
City and the SWRCB. Furthermore, required design criteria, as established in the SUSMP for Los
Angeles County and cities in Los Angeles County, would be incorporated into the proposed project to
minimize the offsite conveyance of pollutants. Compliance with existing regulations would reduce the
potential for water quality impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Mitigation Measures

(8-1) During construction, the project applicant shall implement all applicable and mandatory
Best Management Practices (BMPs) in accordance with the SUSMP and City of Los
Angeles Stormwater Management Program. These BMPs shall include, but not be limited,

to the following:

¢ Erosion control procedures shall be implemented for exposed areas.

o Appropriate dust suppression techniques, such as watering or tarping, shall be

used.
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e Construction entrances shall be designed to facilitate removal of debris from
vehicles exiting the site.

e Truck loads shall be tarped.

(8-2) Al construction equipment and vehicles shall be inspected for and leaks repaired according
to a regular schedule, specified in the Grading Plan approved by the Department of

Building and Safety.
1§ Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project includes potential sources of water pollutants
that would have the potential to substantially degrade water quality. Other than the sources discussed
above in Question 8(e), the proposed project would not include other potential sources of contaminants
which could potentially degrade water quality. Therefore, the proposed project would not degrade
water quality and no impact would occur.

2 Would the project place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation

map?
. No Impact. A significant impact would occur only if a project would place housing within a 100-year

flood zone. The project site is not in an area designated as a 100-year flood hazard area. ¥ Therefore,

no impact would occur.

h) Would the project place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would

impede or redirect flood flows?

No Impact. A significant immpact may occur if a project were lIocated within a 100-year flood zone,
which would impede or redirect flood flows. The project site is not in an area designated as a 100-year
flood hazard area.’* Therefore, no impact would occur.

1] Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were located in an area
where a dam or levee could fail, exposing people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or

2 City of Los Angeles, Bureau af Engineering, Navigate LA, website:
http:/inavigatela.lacity.orgifloodgis/maps/floodmap.mwf, January 28, 2005.

“ Ibid.
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death. According to the Safety Element of the City General Plan, the project site is potentially within
an inundation area.” However, the failure of a levee or dam is considered to be a remote possibility
that would likely only occur during extremely severe seismic shaking conditions. Flooding from other
sources is not expected (see Question 8(h)), so the minimal risk of flooding from potential dam or levee
failure would not be exacerbated. Therefore, the potential impact associated with flooding due to the
failure of a levee or dam would be less than significant.

i Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving imundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project site is sufficiently close to the ocean or other
water body to be potentially at risk of the effects of seismically-induced tidal phenomena (seiche and
tsunami) or if the project site is located adjacent to a hillside area with soil characteristics that would
indicate potential susceptibility to mudslides or mudflows. The project site is not located in a potential
tsunami zone.”® The closest body of water to the project site is the Los Angeles River, which is
approximately 1.8 miles east of the project site. With respect to the potential impact from a mudflow,
the project site is relatively flat and is surrounded by urban development; thus, it does not contain any
sources of mudflow. Therefore, there would be no impact associated with the risk of loss, injury, or

death by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

Cumulative Fmpacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the proposed project in combination with the related
projects would result in the further infilling of uses in an already dense urbanized area. As discussed
above, the project site and the surrounding area are served by the existing City storm drain system.
Runoff from the project site and adjacent urban uses is typically directed into the adjacent streets,
where it flows to the nearest drainage improvements. It is likely that most, if not all, of the related
projects would also drain to the surrounding street system. However, little if any additional cumulative
runoff is expected from the project site and the related project sites, since this part of the City is already
fully developed with impervious surfaces. Therefore, cumulative impacis to the existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems would be less than significant. In addition, all of the related projects
would be required to implement BMPs and to conform to the existing NPDES water quality program.
Therefore, cumulative water quality impacts would be less than significant.

City of Los Angeles, Safety Element of the Los Angeles City General Plan, Fxhibit G, Inundation & Tsunami
Hazard Areas, March 1994,

 Ibid.
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9, LAND USE AND PLANNING
a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were sufficiently large enough or otherwise
configured in such a way as to create a physical barrier within an established community (a typical
example would be a project which involved a continuous right-of-way such as a roadway which would
divide a community and impede access between parts of the community). The project site is located
within the dense urban area of Downtown Los Angeles and is consistent with the existing physical
arrangement of the properties within the vicinity. As discussed in Section IT of this Initial Study, the
proposed project includes the development of a 154,000 square foot seven-story facility on Olive Street,
- just south of Olympic Boulevard. With the proposed development of the proposed project, no streets or
sidewalks would be permanently closed, and no separation of uses or disruption of access between land
use types would occur. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not disrupt or divide
the physical arrangemert of the established community and no impact would occur. '

b) Would the project conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an
agepcy with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is inconsistent with the General Plan or zoning
designations currently applicable to the project site and would cause adverse environmenta! effects,
which the General Plan and zoning ordinance are designed to avoid or mitigate. The project site is
located in an area that has been previously disturbed by the development of a surface parking lot, and is
within the heavily urbanized area of Downtown Los Angeles.

The proposed project would be consistent with the surrounding commercial and residential development
in the area. The General Plan of the City of Los Angeles provides general guidance on land use issues
and planning policy for the entire City. All development activity on the project site is subject to the
land use regulations of the Central City Community Plan, the City Center Redevelopment Plan (the
“Redevelopment Plan”), and the City of Los Angeles Planning and Zoning Code (the “Zoning Code™),
which are intended to guide local land use decisions and development patterns. The project site is
located within the planning area of the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG), the
Southern California region’s federally-designated metropolitan planning organization. " The proposed
project is also located within the South Coast Air Basin and, therefore, is within the jurisdiction of the
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).

ﬁ
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Central City Community Plan

The Central City Community Plan (the “Community Plan™) designates the project site for High Density
Residential land uses. The Community Plan also delineates neighborhoods and districts in Downtown
Los Angeles. The project site is in the South Park area, which is characterized by a mix of residential,

medical, commercial, and retail uses.

The proposed project would offer social services to the community. The Community Plan addresses
social services and recognizes that Downtown Los Angeles “offers the largest concentration of social
services in the region and has the largest concentration of homeless people.” The Community Plan sets
forth policies that address social services, those social services policies that are applicable to the
proposed project and the proposed project’s consistency with those and other Community Plan policies
are listed in Table 6 (Central City Community Plan Policy Analysis).

Zoning

The project site is currently zoned as [QJR5-4D-O (Multiple Dwelling Zone, Height District 4,
Development Limitation, Qil Drilling District). Pursvant to Section 12.12 of the Zoning Code,
allowable uses in the RS zone include a variety of multi-family residential uses such as apartments and
group homes, churches, hotels, dormitories, retirements hotels, hospitals, etc. The proposed project
would be a dormitory and job-training facility and, as such, would be consistent with the R5 zoning

designation.

Height District 4 restricts the Floor Area Ratio (FAR) to 13:1 in the RS zone. City of Los Angeles
Ordinance 164307 sets forth Development Limitations and Qualified Conditions for the project site.
The Development Limitations include limiting the FAR to 6:1. The total proposed floor area of the
building would be 153,891 square feet and the project site area is 36,532 square feet. Thus, the
proposed FAR would be 4.2:1, which is consistent with Height District 4 and the Development

Limitation (i.e., FAR 6:1) in Ordinance 164307.

The Qualified [Q] Conditions include limiting allowable land uses to residential uses permitted in the
R5 zone, consistency with the Community Plan and the Redevelopment Plan, and other similar
conditions. Specifically, the [Q] Conditions limit land uses on the project site to: (1) residential uses
that are permitted in the RS zone; (2) hotels, motels, and apartment hotels; and (3) parking buildings.
As discussed above, the proposed project would be a dormitory and job-training facility. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with the [Q] Conditions set forth in Ordinance 164307.

The Oil Drilling District designation permits oil drilling to occur on the project site. However, no oil
wells currently exist on the project site and the project does not propose oil drilling. Therefore, this
designation is inapplicable to the proposed project.

o e R R R R ——————————...
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Table 6

Central City Community Plan Policy Analysis

e Tpeliey U

T Consistency Discussion . "

Residential

1-2.1: Promote the development of neighborhood
work/live housing.

Consistent. The proposed project would provide
dormitory-style housing, training, dining, healthcare,
and other services to the population that it serves
onsite.

1-3.1: Encourage a cluster neighborhood design
comprised of housing and services.

Consistent. As discussed above, the proposed project
wonld include both housing and services onsite.

Social Services

9-1.1: Preserve the existing affordable housing stock
through rehabilitation and develop new affordable
housing options.

Consistent. The proposed 200 dormitory-style rooms
would provide 400 affordable beds to a population
currently living at or below the poverty level.

9-2.2: Provide opportunities for daytime activities
for the neighborhood including day centers, job-
training centers, libraries, etc. Provide programmed
and managed open spaces for recreational, cultural
and survival needs inclnding restroom and storage
facilities.

Consistent. In addition to the 400 people that would
live in the proposed building, the YWCA Job Corps
program would provide job training services for an
additional approximately 235 people. These 235
people would not live in the proposed building, but
travel to and from the proposed job-training center
during the day.

9-2.5: Coordinate among law enforcement, public
agencies and social service providers to establish
Lomeless services and programs that barmonize the
provision of such services with the safety, cleanliness
and quality-of-life concerns of the growing downtown
residential community, visitor and tourism industry
and myriad commercial and manufacturing
businesses.

Consistent. As approximately half of the YWCA Job
Corps clientele are homeless, the proposed project
would provide services and residences to a substantial
mumber of homeless people in Downtown Los
Angeles.

Transportation

11-7.9: Employers should be encouraged or
mandated to participate in transit/rides share
programs that match or exceed their automobile
subsidies.

Consistent. The YWCA Job Corps would offer public
transit passes to all employees free of charge, during
the operation of the proposed project, to encourage
public transit use.

City Center Redevelopment Project

The project site is located in the City Center Redevelopment Project Area (the “Redevelopment Area”).
The Redevelopment Plan for the City Center Redevelopment Project (the “Redevelopment Plan”)
addresses social needs of the Redevelopment Area. For example, Section 411 of the Redevelopment

Plan states:

ﬁ
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The social needs of the community include, bur are not limited to, day care Jacilities,
educational and job training facilities, permanent and temporary housing for extremely
low-, very low- and low-income persons, shelters, shelter beds, housing for the elderly,
services for runaways, and counseling programs and facilities....

The Redevelopment Plan also addresses development in the South Park area. It is recognized therein
that “[s]pecialized facilities and amenities” are needed in conjunction with the development of new

housing.

The proposed project would provide a social need for job training, health care, and very low-income
housing to the community. Based on this and other similar guidance for new development in the
Redevelopment Plan, the proposed project would be consistent with the Redevelopment Plan.

SCAG and SCAQMD

The proposed project is also located within the South Coast Air Basin and, therefore, falls under the
jurisdiction of the SCAQMD. In conjunction with SCAG, the SCAQMD is responsible for formulating
and implementing air pollution control strategies. The SCAQMD’s Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP) was adopted in 1997 to establish 2 comprehensive air pollution control program leading to the
attainment of State and federal air quality standards in the South Coast Air Basin, which is a non-
attainment area. The AQMP also addresses the requirements set forth in the State and federal Clean
Air Acts. The proposed project would not increase the frequency or severity of existing air quality
violations, cause or contribute to new air quality violations, nor delay timely attainment of air quality
standards or the interim emission reductions specified in the AQMP. Therefore, the proposed project
would be considered consistent with the AQMP. Based on the above, the proposed project would not
conflict with applicable regional plans or policies by agencies with jurisdiction over the project.

c) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural

community conservation plan?

No Impact. A significant adverse effect could occur if a project site were located within an area
governed by a habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. As discussed in
Question 4(f) above, no such plans presently exist which govern any portion of the project site. The
project site is located in a dense urban area which has been previously disturbed through the
development of commercial and parking land uses. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Cumulative Impacts

No Impact. Development of the related projects is expected to occur in accordance with adopted plans
and regulations. It is also expected that most of the related projects would be compatible with the
zoning and land use designations of each related project site and its existing surrounding uses. In
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addition, based upon information available regarding the related projects, it is reasonable to assume that
the projects under consideration in the surrounding area would implement and support local and
regional planning goals and policies. Therefore, no cumnulative land use impacts are anticipated.

10. MINERAL RESOURCES

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would
be of value to the region and the residents of the State?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project is located in an area used
or available for extraction of a regionally-important mineral resource and the project converted an
existing or potential future regionally-important mineral extraction use to another reuse or if the project
affected access to a site used or was potentially available for regionally-important mineral resource
extraction. The project site is located in the U-114 (Spring) Chevron area of the Los Angeles
Downtown Oil Field.” However, no oil extraction or mineral extraction activities have historically
occurred or are presently conducted on the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and

the residents of the State.

b) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Less Than Sigpificant Impact. A significant impact would occur if a project is located in an area used
or available for extraction of a locally-important mineral resource extraction and the project converted
an existing or potential future locally-important mineral extraction use 10 another use or if the project
affected access to a site used or potentially available for locally-important mineral resource extraction.
As discussed above, the project site is in the Los Angeles Downtown Oil Field.® However, no oil
extraction or mineral extraction activities have historically occurted or are presently conducted on the
project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of a known

mineral resource as delineated on a local plan.

Cumulative Impacts

No Impact. Development of the proposed project in conjunction with related projects would result in
further infilling of uses in an already urbanized area. The proposed project site is located in the Los

7 Converse Consultants, Update Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report 1016, 1026 and 1032 South
Olive Street Los Angeles, California, January 17, 2005, page 8.

15 Ihid.
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Angeles Downtown Oil Field. Some of the related projects are also located in close proximity to or
within the Los Angeles Downtown Oil Field. It is unknown whether any oil wells currently operate on
any of the related project sites. However, as discussed above, no oil extraction or mineral extraction
activities have historically occurred or are presently occurring on the project site. Therefore, the
project would not contribute to the cumulative loss of availability of a mineral resource.

11. NOISE

a) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other

agencies?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. Construction-related noise impacts would
be significant if, as indicated in the City of Los Angeles Noise Ordinance (No. 156,363), a noise
sensitive use is located within 500 feet of the project site and onsite construction noise levels exceed 75
dBA, measured 50 feet from the source. However, the above noise limitation does not apply where
compliance is technically infeasible (LAMC Section 112.05).%

Project development would require the use of heavy equipment for site grading and excavation,
installation of utilities, paving, and building fabrication. Development activities would also involve the
use of smaller power tools, generators, and other sources of noise. During each stage of development
there would be a different mix of equipment operating and noise levels would vary based on the amount

of equipment in operation and the location of the activity.

The U.S. EPA has compiled data regarding the noise generating characteristics of specific types of
construction equipment and typical construction activities, which are presented Tables 7 (Noise Range of
Typical Construction Equipment) and 8 (Typical Outdoor Construction Noise Levels). Noise levels
from a particular source generally decline as distance to the receptor increases. Other factors such as the
weather and reflecting or shielding also intensify or reduce the noise level at any given location. A
commonly used rule of thumb for stationary noise is that for every doubling of distance from the source,
the noise level is reduced by about 6 dBA. For example, a noise level of 84 dBA measured at 50 feet
from the noise source to the receptor would be reduced to 78 dBA at 100 feet from the source to the
receptor, and be reduced by another 6 dBA to 72 dBA at 200 feet from the source to the receptor.

In addition, noise levels may also be reduced by intervening structures - generally, a single row of
buildings between the receptor and the noise source reduces the noise level by about 5 dBA, while a solid
wall or berm reduces noise levels by 5 to 10 dBA. The manner in which older homes in California were

¥ Technically infeasible means that the above noise limitation cannot be complied with despite the use of
mufflers, shields, sound barriers and/or any other noise reduction device or techniques during the operation

of equipment.
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constructed generally provides a reduction of exterior-to-interior noise levels of about 20 dBA with closed
windows. The exterior-to-interior reduction of newer homes is generally 30 dBA or more.

Table 7
Noise Range of Typical Construction Equipment

*+"Constrisction Equipment -+ | - Noise Levels in dBA Lot 50 feet*
Front Loader 73-86
Trucks 82-95
Cranes (moveable) 75-88
Cranes (derrick) 86-89
Vibrator 68-82
Saws 72-82
Poeumatic Impact Equipment 83-88
Jackhammers 81-98
Pumps 68-72
Generators 71-83
Compressors 75-87
Concrete Mixers 75-88
Concrete Pumps 81-85
Back Hoe 73-95
Pile Driving (peaks) 895-107
Tractor 77-98
Scraper/Grader 80-93
Paver 85-88

table.

Source: U.S. EPA 1971.

4 Machinery equipped with noise control devices or other noise-reducing design
features does not generate the same level of noise entssions as that shown in this

Table 8§

ise Levels

Typical Outdoor Construction No,
T | Tese

Levels at 50 Feet

i with Mufflers ;"
" Construction Phase - : (dBA Leg) '
Ground Clearing 82
Excavation, Grading 86
Foundations 77

Structural 83

Finishing 86

Source: [J.8. EPA 1971,
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During the construction of the proposed project, three basic types of activities would be expected to occur
and generate noise: (1) the existing surface parking lot cleared; (2) the development sites would be
prepared, excavated, and graded to accommodate building foundations; and (3) the buildings would be

constructed and readied for use.

The project area is urbanized with several uses, including residential, offices, and commercial along the
local roadways. The nearest noise-sensitive receptor which would be in operation during construction of
the proposed project site would be the multi-family residential building located at the intersection of Olive
Street and 11™ Street. This mmiti-family building is currently under construction and is located
approximately 300 feet to the southeast of the project site boundary. Coupled with distance from the
source and an existing intervening row of single-level buildings, noise levels at these units may exceed 65
dBA Leq during site grading, excavation, and finishing.

However, even though the construction activities may exceed noise thresholds outlined in the draft Los
Angeles CEQA Threshold Guidelines, they would be temporary in nature and would be limited to
between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Monday through Friday and from 8:00 a.m. and 6:00
p-m. on Saturday. Nevertheless, even though the construction of the proposed project would be limited to
the hours outlined above, due to the proposed project’s close proximity to the multi-family residential
units to the north, regular daytime activities may be impacted. Therefore, with implementation of
Mitigation Measures 11-1 through 114, impacts from noise would be reduced to a less-than-significant

level.

Mitigation Measures

(11-1) Al construction equipment engines shall be properly tuned and muffied according to
manufacturers’ specifications.

(11-2) Noise construction activities whose specific location on the site may be flexible (e.g.,
operation of compressors and generators, cement mixing, general truck idling) shall be
conducted as far as possible from the nearest noise-sensitive land uses, and natural and/or
manmade barriers (e.g., intervening construction trailers) shall be used to screen propagation
of noise from such activities towards these land uses to the maximum extent possible.

(11-3) The use of those pieces of construction equipment or construction methods with the greatest
peak noise generation potential shall be minimized. Examples include the use of drills,
jackhammers, and pile drivers.

(11-4) Barriers such as plywood structures or flexible sound control curtains shall be erected along
Olive Street to minimize the amount of noise generated during construction acrivities.

%
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h) Would the project result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne

vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to generate excessive
vibration during construction or operation. Vibration sensitive land uses generally include residential
units, hospitals, schools, and religious institutions. Thresholds identified by the Federal Railway
Administration (FRA) state that those vibration levels which exceed 80 VdB during recognized sleep
hours may constitute a significant impact. While, construction activities that would occur under the
proposed project have the potential to generate low levels of groundborne vibrations, they would not be
expected to exceed this threshold at any sensitive receptor, and impacts would be less than significant.

c) Would the project result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant Tmpact. A significant impact may occur if a project would introduce
substantial new sources of noise or would substantially add to existing sources of noise within the
vicinity of the project site during the operation of the project. Noise levels in the project vicinity are
dominated by vehicular traffic utilizing the local roadways. As discussed earlier, the project site and
surrounding uses are compatible from a land use perspective. Additionally, given that the proposed
project would not generate any new vehicle trips, the local roadway network affecting the project site
and adjacent sensitive receptors would not result in any noticeable increase in vehicular volumes.
Consequently, development of the proposed project would mot result in the introduction of an
incompatible land use that would either subject the surrounding residential uses to unacceptable noises,
nor would it be subjected to unacceptable noises. Because no new vehicle trips are anticipated as a
result of the proposed project, noise levels in the vicinity of the proposed project are not anticipated to
change. Therefore, impacts from a permanent increase in ambient noise levels would not occur, and

this impact would be less than significant.

d) Would the project result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if the proposed project were to resuit
in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels above existing ambient noise
levels without the proposed project. Temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise levels may
occur from the heating, ventlation, and air conditioning (HVAC) systems which may be installed for
the new residential buildings located within the project site. Commercial HVAC systems would result
in noise levels that average between 45 and 60 dBA Leq at 50 feet from the equipment. These noise
levels would not exceed the City’s exterior noise level standard of 60 dBA for locally regulated noise
sources. In addition, exterior-to-interior reduction of newer residential units in California is generally
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30 dBA or more. Therefore, impacts associated with noise generated as a result of the operation of the
proposed project would be less than significant.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if the project would introduce substantial new sources of
noise or substantially add to existing sources of noise within or in the vicinity of the proposed project
site during construction of the project. The project site is not located within an airport and use plan;

therefore, no impact would occur.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area fo excessive noise levels?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were in the vicinity of a private airstrip and
would subject area residents and workers to a safety hazard. The project site is not Iocated within the
vicinity of a private airstrip; therefore, no impact would occur.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. The continued development throughout the City would result in
intermittent, short-term noise impacts throughout the area. Construction activities could result in
significant short-term noise impacts on noise-sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project site, such
as residences. The duration of these localized impacts would be limited to the construction phases of
the related projects. However, all construction activities that occur within the City are subject to the
noise regulations set forth in Section 112.03 of the LAMC.

With compliance to the construction noise regulations set forth in the LAMC, the combined impact of
the construction noise from the proposed project and the related projects would be significant in the
short-term. Based on the analysis presented in Question 11(a) above, without compliance to the
LAMC, the noise levels associated with the proposed project’s construction activities may exceed City
standards. However, the proposed project and the related projects would be required to comply with
the construction-related noise regulations set forth in the LAMC. With compliance to the regulations
set forth in the LAMC, curmulative construction-related noise levels would be less than significant.
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12. POPULATION AND HOUSING

a) Would the project induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of

roads or other infrastructure)?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to locate new
development such as homes, businesses or infrastructure, with the effect of substantially inducing
growth that would otherwise not have occurred as rapidly or in as great a magnitude. As part of its
comprehensive planning process for the Southern California region, the Southern California Association
of Governments (SCAG) has divided its jurisdiction into 14 subregions. The project site is located
within the City of Los Angeles subregion, which includes all areas within the boundaries of the City of
Los Angeles. In 2000, the City of Los Angeles Subregion had an estimated permanent population of
approximately 3,711,969 persons and approximately 1,276,578 residences.” By the year 2010, SCAG
forecasts an increase to 4,090,125 persons, an 11 percent increase, and 1,372,873 residences, a 7.5

percent increase.

The City of Los Angeles provides population and housing growth estimates for each Community Plan
area within the City, including the Central City community. In 2000, the estimated population in the
Central City area was approximately 25,208,% reaching an estimated 27,212 by 2010.” This translates
to an increase of 2,004 persons or an eight percent increase from the 2000 population estimate. With
the construction of the proposed 200 two-bed dormitories, the proposed project would generate
approximately 400 residents upoan build-out in 2007.

With respect to potential growth due to employees relocating their place of residence, the employees
that would work at the proposed YWCA Job Corps facility would be relocated from other YWCA
offices in Downtown Los Angeles and Hollywood. No new employees would be hired upon buildout of

the proposed project.

In addition, the construction of the proposed project would create temporary construction-related jobs.
However, the work requirements of most construction projects are highly specialized so that
construction workers remain at a job site only for the time frame in which their specific skills are
needed to complete a particular phase of the construction process. Project-related construction workers
would not be likely to relocate their household’s place of residence as a consequence of working on the

X SCAG Forecast 2004 (the most current forecast adopted by SCAG).
% City of Los Angeles, Central City Community Plan, page I-3.

Z  Ibid., page IlI-1.
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proposed project and, therefore, no permanent residents would be generated as a result of the

construction of the proposed project.

Therefore, the proposed project would contribute a total of 400 new residents to the Central City area,
which represents approximately 20 percent of the overall population growth expected to occur in the
area between 2000 and 2010. This is not considered to be a substantial increase in population for the
area because the addition of the 400 individuals is within the City’s population projection for the
Central City area. As such, the population growth associated with the proposed project has already
been anticipated and planned for in the Community Plan.

In 2000, the estimated number of residences in the Central City area was approximately 13,255,%
increasing to an estimated 14,398 by 2010. This translates to an increase of 1,143 residences or an 8.6
percent increase from the 2000 estimate. With the construction of the proposed project, 200 two-bed
dormitories would be added to the Central City community upon buildout in 2007. These residences
would represent approximately 17.5 percent of the overall residences expected to be constructed in the
Central City area between 2000 and 2010. This is not considered to be a substantial increase in
residences because the addition of 200 two-bed dormitories is within the City’s housing projection for
the Central City area. Therefore, the development of the proposed project has been anticipated and
planned for in the Central City Community Plan. The proposed project would have a less-than-

significant impact on population growth.

b) Would the project displace subsiantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project would result in displacement of existing
housing units, necessitating construction of replacement housing elsewhere. Currently, there are no
residential uses on the project site and, thus, no housing would be displaced by the development of the
proposed project. Therefore, no impact would occur.

) Would the project displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of

replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. A significant adverse effect may occur if a project would result in displacement of existing
occupied housing. There are currently no residential uses on the project site and, thus, no people
would be displaced by the development of the proposed project. Therefore, no impact would occur.

¥ City of Los Angeles, Department of City Planning, Community Plan Profile, website:
http.//cityplarming . lacity.org/DRU/Locl/LocPfl.cfm?geo=cp&loc=CCy, January 28, 2005.
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Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. As stated in the Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide, in and of
itself, population and housing growth is not considered to be a direct effect on the environment.”
Secondary or indirect impacts, such as increased traffic or noise, may be significant and may result in
physical changes caused by population and housing growth. Of the 35 related projects, 21 related
projects are located in the Central City area. Although it 15 likely that the related projects in
combination with the proposed project would exceed the population growth projections in the Central
City Community Plan, it is uncertain as to whether the cumulative population growth would result in
any secondary of indirect physical impacts on the environmemnt. However, each of the related projects
would be subject to environmental review pursuant to CEQA and the City of Los Angeles CEQA
Guidelines. It is anticipated that any physical environmental impacts that would result from the related
projects would be addressed on a case-by-case basis. With respect to the incremental contribution of
the proposed project to the cumulative population and housing impacts in the Central City area, the
proposed project would not result in a physical significant impact on the environment - as discussed
throughout this Initial Study. Therefore, the proposed project’s incremental contribution to the
curnulative impact on population and housing would be less than significant.

13. PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered government facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objective for any of the

following public services:
a) Fire protection?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if the City of Los Angeles Fire
Department (LAFD) could not adequately serve a project based upon response time, access, or fire
hydrant/water availability. The LAFD considers fire protection services for a project adequate if a
project is within the maximum response distance for the land use proposed. Pursuant to Section
57.09.07A of the LAMC, the maximum response distance between residential land uses and a LAFD
fire station that houses an engine or truck company is 1.5 miles; while for a commercial land use, the
distance is one mile for an engine company and 1.5 miles for a truck company. If either of these
distances are exceeded, all structures located in the applicable residential or commercial area would be

required to install automatic fire sprinkler systems.

% City of Los Angeles, Draft CEQA Thresholds Guide, Section B.1, May 14, 1998.

__—____,___—_u._——_-_—_'—'—_'—_—_“_#_‘_——_-_—_—
YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus IV. Environmental Impact Analysis

Initial Study Page V47



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates March 2005

The proposed project is approximately 0.45 miles from Fire Station No. 10, located at 1335 S. Olive
Street. Fire Station No. 10 has an Engine and Task Force Truck Company, with a paramedic and EMT
rescue ambulance and a staff of 14.* In addition, Fire Station No. 9, located at 430 E. 7™ Street, and
Fire Station No. 3, located at 108 N. Fremont Avenue, would also respond to calls from the project
site. Fire Station No. 9 is the Battalion 1 Headquarters and is equipped with an Engine and Task Force
Truck Company and a paramedic rescue ambulance. Fire Station No. 3 has an Engine and Task Force
Truck Company, with a paramedic and EMT rescue ambulance and is the EMT resume ambulance
division headquarters. Fire Station No. 9 is staffed with 13 firefighters and Fire Station No. 3 with 15.
Based on the response distance from these existing fire stations to the project site, fire protection would

be adequate.

The required fire flow is closely related to the type and size of the land use. The quantity of water
necessary for fire protection varies with the type of development, life hazard, occupancy, and the
degree of fire hazard. City-established fire flow requirements vary from 2,000 gallons per minute
(gpm) in low-density residential areas to 12,000 gpm in high-density commercial or industrial areas. In
any instance, a minimum residual water pressure of 20 pounds per square inch is to remain in the water
system while the required gpm is flowing. As determined by the LAFD, the fire flow requirement for
the proposed project is 4,000 gpm from four fire hydrants flowing simultaneously.” Water pressure to
meet fire flow and residual requirements are unknown at this time. However, prior to approval, the
proposed project would submit a request to LADWP to determine whether the pressure in the project
area is sufficient. If they are not, then upgrades to the existing infrastructure would be necessary.

According to the LAFD, the existing staffing levels, equipment, and facilities could accommodate the
proposed project’s increased demand for fire protection service.” Therefore, the proposed project
would not necessitate the construction or expansion of a fire station and a less-than-significant impact
would occur. Nonetheless, to ensure adequate fire protection services to the project site, the following
mitigation measures have been recommended by the LAFD.®

¥ Written correspondence from Alfred B. Hernandez, Assistant Fire Marshal, City of Los Angeles Fire
Department, July 14, 2004.

®  Jbid.

7 Ihid.

“  Ibid.
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Mitigation Measures

(13-1) Access for fire department apparatus and persomnel to and into all structures shall be
required.

(13-2) During demolition, LAFD access will remain clear and unobstructed.

(13-3) No building or portion of a building shall be constructed more than 150 feet from the edge
of a roadway of an improved street, access road, or designated fire lane.

(134) Fire lane width shall not be less than 20 feet. When a fire lane must accommodate the
operation of LAFD aerial ladder apparatus or where fire hydrants are installed, those
. portions shall not be less than 28 feet in width.

(13-5) Where access for a given development requires accommodation of LAFD apparatus,
overhead clearance shall not be less than 14 feet.

(13-6) Adeguate public and private fire hydrants shall be required.

(13-7) No building or portion of a building shall be constructed more than 300 feet from an

. approved fire hydrant. Distance shall be computed along the path of travel, except for
dwelling units, where the travel distance shall be computed to the front door.

(13-8) Any required fire hydrants to be installed shall be fully operational and accepted by the
LAFD prior to any building construction.

(13-9) Submit plot plans for LAFD approval of access and fire hydrants.

(13-10) The proposed project shall comply with all applicable State and local codes and guidelines
found in the Fire Protection and Fire Prevention Plan, as well as the Safety Plan, both of

which are elements of the General Plan for the City of Los Angeles.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant fmpact. The proposed project, in combination with the related projects (see
Figure 10 and Table 1), would increase the demand for fire protection services in the project area.
Specifically, there would be increased demands for additional LAFD staffing, equipment, and facilities
over time. This need would be funded via existing mechanisms (e.g., property taxes, government
funding, and developer fees) to which the proposed project and related projects would contribute.
However, at present there are no specific plans to build a new fire station. Nevertheless, similar to the
proposed project, each of the related projects would be individually subject to LAFD review, and
would be required to comply with all applicable fire safety requirements of the LAFD in order to

. ___——_W—Mﬁ
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adequately mitigate fire protection impacts. On this basis, it is expected that cumulative impacts on fire

protection would be less than significant.

b) Police protection?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project creates the need for new or
physically altered police facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objective.
The project site is located in the Central Area police service area and would be served by the Central
Community Police Station, located at 251 E. 6™ Street. The Central Area covers approximately 4.83
square miles.” The Central Area is bounded by the following: Lilac Terrace, Lookout Drive and the
Pasadena Freeway (I-110) to the north; Washington Boulevard, San Pedro Street, Maple Street and 7™
Street to the south; Sunset Boulevard and the 1-110 to the west; and the City of Los Angeles boundary
to the east. There are approximately 344 sworn police officers and 30 civilian support staff deployed
over three watches.” With a population of 40,000, the officer to person ratio for the Central Area is
one officer per 116 individuals (40,000 + 344).>' Currently, the Central Community Police Station is
sufficiently equipped to meet the current calls for service requests generated in the Central Area.®

The proposed project is located within Reporting District (RD) 182, which is bounded by the following:
9™ Street to the north; Figueroa Street to the west; Pico Boulevard to the south; and Hill Street to the
east.* Table 9 (2003 Crimes by Reporting District of Occurrence), provides 2003 crime statistics for
RD 182, the Central Area, and citywide. In 2003, the crime rate for the City of Los Angeles was 48
crimes per 1,000 persons, while the Central Area reported 181 crimes per 1,000 persons.*
Predominant crimes in the project area for 2003 were aggravated assault, burglary from vehicle, and

other types of theft.

®  Written correspondence with Fred Booker, Lieutenant, Los Angeles Police Department, July 28, 2004.

*  Ipid.

# Los  Angeles  Police Department, Central Community Police Station, website:
http:/twww lapdonline. org[portal/ourcommunities. php, January 19, 2005,

% Written correspondence with Fred Booker, Liewtenant, Los Angeles Police Department, July 28, 200M.
B bid.

¥ Ibid.
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Table 9
2003 Crimes by Reporting District of Occurrence
Type of Crime . - RD182 - Central Area - Citywide
Burglary from Business 12 338 5,321
Burglary from Home 4 207 15,417
Burglary Other 7 107 4317
Street Robbery 26 858 11,081
Other Robbery 5 214 5,543
Murder 1 16 498
Rape 4 57 1,345
Aggravated Assault 39 1,185 30,660
Burglary from Vehicle 104 1,409 28,245
Theft from Vehicle 9 324 13,384
Grand Theft 27 749 12,118
Theft from Person 2 205 944
Purse Snatch 2 33 358
Other Theft 14 1,235 22,114
Bicycle Theft 0 1 24
Vehicle Thefi 40 693 33,777
Bunco 0 10 103
Total 296 7,646 185,249
Source. All statistical information is based on 2003 LAPD Selecied Crimes and Attempts by Reporting
District from the Police Arrest and Crime Management Information System 2 Report.

The average crime rate per 1,000 persons in the Central Area is almost four times the Citywide figure.
However, the average response time in 2003 to an emergency call within RD 182 was 9.6 minutes,
which was below the Citywide average of 10.3 minutes for the same year. Nonetheless, the LAPD
preferred response time is seven minutes, which the Central Area, therefore, does not meet. |

Implementation of the proposed project would result in an increase in the number of visitors and
employees to the project site, thereby, potentially increasing the number of service calls from the
project site. Responses to thefis, burglaries, and crimes against persons would be anticipated to slightly
increase as a result of the increase in onsite activity and increased traffic on adjacent streets and
arterials. Consequently, the proposed project includes crime prevention design features to help reduce
the proposed project’s demand for police services. These crime prevention design features are:

e The perimeter of the project site would be fenced, including the courtyard. As such, the
only access to the courtyard would be from the interior of the building (see Figure 13),
which would be monitored by staff 24 hours a day.

» The courtyard would be landscaped with vegetation that would be designed to minimize
potential hiding areas.
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* A security desk would be located near the entrance on the ground floor of the building (see
Figure 13), allowing staff to observe who enters and exits the proposed project.

» Each closet in the dormitory rooms would be equipped with a lock.
» Security cameras would be placed in key areas throughout the building.

e Each residential level (i.e., levels three through six) would have two pairs of offices, and
each pair would be located near each of the lounge areas (see Figure 15). These offices are
orientated to provide an unobstructed view of the hallways, allowing constant supervision
of hallway activities. Each pair of offices would be located back-to-back, allowing the staff

to easily communicate with each other.

In addition to these crime prevention design features, the proposed project would be required to submit
plot plans, including lighting and landscaping information, to the LAPD Crime Prevention Unit for
review and approval.  Furthermore, a fulltime security staff would be provided onsite and would
perform a walk through security check of each dormitory room at night.

The LAPD has stated that, in order to adequately serve the proposed project and surrounding
community, no new or expanded police facilities would be required.* Therefore, the proposed project

would generate a less-than-significant police protection impact.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project, in combination with the related projects (see
Figure 10 and Table 1), would increase the demand for police protection services in the project area.
Specifically, there would be an increased demand for additional LAPD staffing, equipment, and
facilities over time. This need would be funded via existing mechanisms (e.g., property taxes,
government funding, and developer fees), to which the proposed project and related projects would

contribute.

In addition, similar to the proposed project, each of the related projects would be individually subject to
LAPD review, and would be required to comply with all applicable safety requirements of the LAPD
and the City of Los Angeles in order to adequately address police protection service demands.
Furthermore, similar to the proposed project, each of the related projects would likely install and/or
incorporate adequate crime prevention design features, which would decrease the demand for police
protection services. With implementation of the above measures, a decrease in the demand for police

¥ Written correspondence with Fred Booker, Lieutenant, Los Angeles Police Department, July 28, 2004 and
phone conversation with Marco Himeniz, Officer, Los Angeles Police Department, January 20, 2005.
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protection services would occur. As a result of this decreased demand for police protection services,
no new or expanded police facilities would be needed to adequately serve the proposed project and
related projects. Therefore, a less-than-significant curmmulative impact on police protection services

would occur.
(Y] Schools?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a proposed project includes
substantial employment or population growth, which could generate demand for school facilities that
exceeds the capacity of the school district(s) responsible for serving the project site. The project area is
currently served by the following Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) public schools: 9™
Elementary School (grades K-5), located at 820 Towne Avenue; Berendo Middle School (grades 6-8),
located at 1157 South Berendo Street; and Belmont High School (grades 9-12), located at 1575 West 2™
Street. As shown in Table 10 (School Enrollment and Capacity), 9t Elementary School is 23 students
under capacity, while Berendo Middle and Belmont High Schools are 194 and 1,000 students over

capacity, Tespectively.

Table 10
School Enrollment and Capacity

Oth Eiemcﬁtary

Berendo Middle
Belmont High 4,299
«  Email correspondence, Bruce Takeguma, Coordinator, TAUSD School Managemeni Services, January 23,

2005,

¢ Ed-Data Education Partnership, Repori: School, website: hap:/fwww. ed-data.kl12.ca.us/Navigation/fs
TwoPanel.asp?bottom= %ZFproﬁle%ZEasp%3Flevel%3D07%26reporrMmber%3Dl 6, January 24, 2005.

The proposed project would provide housing for 400 at-risk youths, aged 16 to 24, and relocate current
YWCA employees from the downtown YWCA/GLA, midtown and Hollywood facilities to the
proposed project. No new employees would need to be hired. Due to the nature of the proposed
project, the 400 dormitory residents would not attend X-12 schools located in the LAUSD, as they
would receive education and job training services omsite. Based on LAUSD’s Open Enrcilment Plan,
YWCA employees from the midtown and Hollywood facilities may elect to transfer their children to a
school with open available seats that is located closer to their place of work (i.e., the project site). As
the Berendo Middle and Belmont High Schools are currently overcapacity, the relocated employees
would not be able to transfer their children to these schools. In addition, the number of employees
electing to enroll their children in the 9 Street Elementary School is likely to be mimimal. As such, the
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relocation of these employees to the project site would not increase enroliment at any LAUSD schools
to such a degree to necessitate new or expanded school facilides.

Nonetheless, based on Government Code Section 65595, to mitigate potential impacts on schools, the
LAUSD has established a school facilities fee for any new development within the boundaries of the
LAUSD. Consequently, the project developer would pay this fee (see Mitigation Measure 13-11),
which constitutes full and complete mitigation of all school impacts associated with the proposed
project. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact upon school

services.

Mitigation Measure

(13-11) Per Section 65595 of the Government Code, the proposed project would pay all school
facilities fees to the LAUSD.

Cumulative Impacts

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. There are 35 related projects in the vicinity
of the project site (see Figure 10 and Table 1). However, only 18 related projects would have the
potential to generate students in need of school services. The Belmont Learning Center would not
generate students as it would provide such services and Related Project No. 31 (i.e., 448 student
housing units) would also not generate students, as this related project would create housing for
students and not permanent residents in the project area. Development of some of the commercial
related projects may indirectly increase enrollment, by providing new jobs that could cause employees
with families to relocate to be closer to their workplace. However, given the general mobility of the
greater Los Angeles population and the fact that there are many residential neighborhoods with varying
housing costs within close proximity to these commercial related projects, it is likely that no substantial
amount of population relocation would occur with the development of the commercial related projects.

In addition, the commercial related projects would likely employ people from the Iocal workforce who
may already have their children enrolled in project area schools. Furthermore, employees whose
children attend LAUSD schools may petition under the LAUSD’s “open enrollment™ policy to have
their children attend LAUSD schools away from their place of residence. The LAUSD allows such
open enrollment in schools near the parent’s place of employment where school capacity is deemed
adequate. However, the LAUSD makes the final determination on whether or not they can accept
students through their open enrollment policy, and would not accept them if it would adversely affect

the provision of adequate educational services.

Due to the various locations of the 18 related projects, and the school service boundaries of 9% Street
Elementary, Berendo Middle and Belmont High Schools, as determined by LAUSD, only 17 of the

%.-
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related projects would generate students who would attend the same schools as the proposed project
(see Table 11 (Schools Serving Related Projects and Proposed Project)).

Table 11
Schools Serving Related Projects and Proposed Project
“Related Project No. .| 9 Street Elementary . | Berendo Middle. | Belmont High
4
6
7
11
15
19
20
22
23
24
26
27
29
30
32
33
° :
35
Source: LAUSD Net, Resources: Parent Resources-School Finder, website: hup:/fsearch lausd k12,
ca.us/cgi-binffecgi. exe Pw3exec = schfinderQ, January 24, 2005,
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As discussed above, a minimal amount of LAUSD students are expected to be generated by the
proposed project; however, in conjunction with development of the residential related projects, an
increase in demand for school services is expected to occur. As shown in Table 12 (Related Projects
Estimated Student Generation), the residential related projects would generate 336 elementary school
students, 267 middle schools students and 453 high school students. The 9™ Street Elementary School
is currently 23 students under capacity, Berendo Middle School is 194 students over capacity and
Belmont High School is 1,000 students over capacity. As such, none of the three schools currently
have adequate capacity to accommodate the students generated by the proposed project and related
projects and a potentially significant impact would occur.
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Table 12
Related Projects Estimated Student Generation
Related Elementary Middle . High
Project ‘ - School School " School
No. Land Use Size - Students® Students® Students® Total
4 Condominiums 1,154 units N/A N/A 103 103
6 Affordable Housing 62 units N/A 6 & 12
7 Apartments 179 units N/A 17 16 33
11 Apartments 800 units N/A 75 71 146
15 Apartments 330 units N/A N/A 29 29
19 Apartments 330 units N/A 31 29 60
22 Apartments 210 unitg N/A 20 19 39
23 Apartments 300 units N/A N/A 27 27
24 Apartments 110 units N/A 10 10 20
26 Condominiums 50 units 10 N/A 4 14
27 Condominiums 417 units 87 39 37 163
29 Apartments 277 units 38 26 25 109
30 Condominiums 56 units 12 5 5 22
32 Live/Work Apartmenis | 147 units 3 14 13 58
33 Condominiums 124 units 26 12 11 49
34 Condominiums 132 units 28 12 12 52
35 Lofts 400 units 84 N/A 36 120
Total 336 267 453 1,056

Note: are numbers are rounded 1o nearest whole number.

*  Student generation rates are as follows for multi-family residential use: 0.2089 elementary, 0.0942 middle and (.085]
high school students per dwelling unit.

Source; LAUSD, School District Fee Justificarion Study, September 2002,

Similar to the proposed project, the developers of the related residential projects would be required to
pay the school facilities fee to the LAUSD. Payment of this fee constitutes full and complete mitigation
of school impacts associated with a project. Therefore, with payment of these fees by the proposed
project and related projects, cumulative impacts upon school services would be reduced to a less-than-

significant level.
d) Parks?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact to parks may occur if implementation of a project
includes a new or physically altered park or creates the need for a new or physically altered park, the

construction of which could cause substantial adverse physical impacts.
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The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks (LADRP) manages all municipally
owned and operated recreation and park facilities within the City. Within a two-mile radius of the
project site, there are nearly 80 acres of public parks and recreational facilities (see Table 13 (Park and

Recreational Facilities)).

Table 13
Park and Recreational Facilities
- Name i | o, oo Lecation . o | T [ Size (acres) o 0.
MacArthur Park 2230 W. Sixth Street 32.0
Pershing Square Park 532 South Olive Street 5.0
Pico Union Park 1827 S. Hoover Street 0.5
Hoover Recreation Center 1010 W. 25" Sireet 2.9
Toberman Recreation Center 1725 Toberman Street 2.7
Trinity Recreaton Center 2415 Trinity Street 2.0
Alpine Recreation Center 817 Yale Street 1.9
Central Recreation Center 1357 East 22™ Street 1.4
Echo Park Recreation Center 1632 Bellevue Avemie 29.0
Grand Hope Park Q% Street and Hope Street 2.5
Total 79.9
Source: City of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation, Center Locator, website:
hitp://gis. lacity.org/recandpark/recandpark itm, January 19, 2005.

In general, it is untikely that employees of the proposed project would patronize parks during working
hours, as they would typically use parks near their homes during non-work hours. The residents of the
proposed project would likely patronize offsite parks and recreational facilities in addition to the
proposed onsite facilities. The Public Recreation Plan, a portion of the Service Systems Element of the
General Plan of the City of Los Angeles, provides standards for the provision of recreational facilities
throughout the City and includes Local Recreation Standards. The standard ratio of neighborhood and
community parks to population is four acres per 1,000 residents. Therefore, the proposed project
would generate a need for approximately 1.6 acres ((400 + 1,000) x 4) of public parkland to be
provided in the project area. The proposed project would include an 11,262 square foot (0.26 acre)
courtyard, which would include approximately 5,630 square feet of recreational facilities and
approximately 5,630 square feet of passive open space (i.e., grass and trees). Considering the
proposed courtyard alone, the proposed project is approximately 1.34 acres (1.6 - 0.26) short of the
recommended acreage of parkland, as determined by the LADRP ratio.

However, it is important to note that the LADRP ratio set forth in the Public Recreation Plan is targeted
towards traditional single- and multi-family housing. The housing associated with the proposed project
would be 200 two-bed units, which is not considered to be a traditional housing style in the City.
Furthermnore, it is unlikely that the residents of the proposed project would be new residents to the Los
Angeles area. Rather, the project residents would be relocated from other parts of the City. Therefore,
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the development of the proposed project would not result in a need for the construction of a new park,
and the impact on parks would be less than significant.

With respect to the potential physical impact of the proposed omsite recreational facilities (i.e., the
courtyard), this is addressed throughout the applicable sections of this Initial Study.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Of the 35 related projects, 19 (i.e., Related Project Nos. 4, 6, 7, 11,
15, 19, 22-27 and 29-35) would generate residents (see Figure 10 and Table 1) who would utilize the
surrounding parkland and recreational facilities. The commercial and retail related projects that would
generate employees are not be expected to use local park or recreational facilities to any great extent,
since they typically would not have long periods of time during the workday to visit parks and

recreational facilities.

With construction of the 19 related projects, approximately 3,625 residential units would be developed,
generating approximately 10,631 residents.* Using the four acres per 1,000 residents standard, the
related projects would generate the need for 42.5 acres ((10,631 + 1,000) x 4) of park and recreational
facilities to accommodate the demand of the new residents. Therefore, the proposed project and related
projects would require 43.84 acres (42.5 + 1.34) acres of park and recreational facilities in the project

area.

To alleviate the demand on City parks and recreational facilities, the City requires subdivision
developers to pay a public open space fee, as permitted under the Quimby Act. The Quimby Act
allows California municipalities to require developers to dedicate parkland or to pay fees in lieu of
parkiand dedication. The purpose for the collected Quimby fees is to acquire necessary land and/or
develop new neighborhood and community parks or recreation facilities, which would reasonably serve
the proposed project. The 19 residential related projects would be required, if they are subdivisions, to
pay Quimby fees and/or provide onsite park and recreational facilities. If a related project is not a
subdivision and is thus not required to pay Quimby fees, the developers of those related projects would
be required to pay an excise tax for the acquisition and development of park and recreational facilities,
in compliance with Section 21.10.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code.

As discussed above, the project residents would not incrementally increase the demand for parks in the
Ciry. Therefore, the cumulative parks impact would be less than significant.

¥ 1.89 residemts x 5,625 residences= 10,631 residents. The Central Ciry Community Plan determines its
estimated residents per dwelling unit based on residential land use category. Currently, the residential
category of the 19 related projects is unknown. Nonetheless, the persons per dwelling unit for either
residential category is the same, 1.89 persons. Central City Commurity Plan, page II-1.
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e) Other public facilities?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project generates a demand for other public facilities
(such as libraries) that exceeds the capacity available. The project site would be served by the Central
Library and the Pico Union Branch Library. The Central Library, which is located at 630 W. Fifth
Street, would be the primary library to serve the proposed project. It is approximately 500,000 square
feet and serves 7,000 individuals daily with 150 staff persons.” Due to the library’s size, it is designed
to meet the needs of the entire 465 square miles of the City of Los Angeles and Downtown Los Angeles
community.® As such, the Central Library is currently meeting the demands of the surrounding

community .

The Pico Union Branch Library is located at 1030 Alvarado Street, is 12,500 square feet and has a
service population of 36,000 individuals with 11 staff persons.” According to the Los Angeles
Citywide General Plan Framework, a 12,500 square-foot library has the capacity to accommodate the
library needs of 50,000 to 100,000 individuals. As such, the Pico Union Branch Library is currently
meeting the demands of the surrounding community.” The Los Angeles Public Library (LAPL)
currently has no plans to construct any new or expand any libraries to serve the project area.*

Development of the proposed project would increase the demand for library services by increasing the
permanent residential population in the area. The City of Los Angeles General Plan Framework EIR
sets forth a calculation of 0.5 square foot of facility space per resident and two volumes of permanent
collection per resident to determine demand for library facilities. As previously stated in Question
12(a), the proposed project would increase the residential population in the project area by
approximately 400 individuals. Therefore, the proposed project would geperate an additional need for
approximately 200 (400 x 0.5) square feet of library space and 800 (400 x 2) volumes of permanent

collection.

7 Written correspondence with Rona Berns, Senior Management Analyst I, Los Angeles Public Library, Library
Facilities Division, July 12, 2004.

% ppone conversation with Rona Berns, Senior Management Analyst I, Los Angeles Public Library, Library
Facilities Division, January 25, 2005.

% Written correspondence with Rona Berns, Senior Management Analyst I, Los Angeles Public Library, Library
Facilities Division, July 12, 2004.

“  Ibid.
“  Ibid.

2 Ibid.

%
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The proposed project would provide a 1,155 square-foot library for the exclusive use by project
residents. Consequently, the proposed project exceeds the amount of library space required to meet the
library demand that would be generated by the proposed project. As such, no new or expanded
libraries would need to be constructed to accommodate the library service demands of the new project
residents and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

Cumulative Impacts

No Impact. As stated above, since the proposed project is providing an 1,155 square-foot library
onsite, the new project residents would not incrementally increase the demand for libraries services at
the Central Library or Pico Union Branch Library. As the proposed project would not generate any
demand upon the two libraries, no cumulative impact would occur. '

14. RECREATION

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be

accelerated?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project includes substantial
population growth which could generate a demand for parks or recreational facilities that exceed the
capacity of existing parks or recreational facilities and causes premature deterioration of the facilities.
As discussed in Question 13(a)(iv), the proposed project would not increase the demand for parks or
recreational facilities to such an extent that would result in a substantial physical impact. Furthermore,
the project residents would likely be relocated from other parts of the City and would not represent a
substantial increase in population in the Downtown Los Angeles Area. Therefore, the impact
associated with the potential increase in use of recreational facilities would be less than significant.

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project includes the construction
or expansion of park facilities and such construction would have a significant adverse effect on the
environment. As discussed in Question 13(2)(iv), the proposed project includes a 11,262 square foot
courtyard, with approximately 5,630 square feet of recreational facilities and 5,630 square feet of
passive open space. However, as analyzed throughout this Initial Study, the construction of this
courtyard would not result in an adverse physical effect on the environment. Therefore, the potential
impact associated with the construction of recreational facilities would be less than significant.
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Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. As analyzed in the curnulative impact section of Question 13(a)(iv),
the construction of the proposed project in conjunction with the 19 residential related projects, (i-e.,
Related Project Nos. 4, 6, 7, 11, 15, 19, 22-27 and 29-35), would create a demand for 43.84 acres of
new parkland. However, the 19 residential refated projects would be required, if they are subdivisions,
to pay Quimby fees and/or provide onsite park and recreational facilities. If a related project is not a
subdivision and is thus not required to pay Quimby fees, the developers of those related projects would
be required to pay an excise tax for the acquisition and development of park and recreational facilities,
in compliance with Section 21.10.3 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code.

With payment of Quimby fees and the excise tax, additional parkland would be purchased to the serve
the proposed project and related projects. With more parkland to serve the proposed project and related
projects, the LADPR facilities would not be overburdened, which could lead to an increased rate of
deterioration experienced of park facilities in the area. Therefore, the overall impact of the proposed
project and residential related projects upon Imaintenance of park facilitics would be less than

significant.

In addition, there are no related projects which include the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities. Therefore, with respect to construction of the proposed project, no cumulative recreational

facilities impact would occur.
15. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

a) Would the project cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the
existing traffic load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either
the number or vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur where a project would contribute a
substantial amount of traffic to existing roadways and intersections. Although travel to and from the
project site could be provided via the extenmsive freeway system and roadway system that weaves
through Downtown Los Angeles, it is anticipated that the people who would work, live, and/or visit the
proposed project would utilize the public transit system. It is estimated that approximately 50 percent
of the residents and visitors to the Job Corps facility would be homeless and/or have incomes below the
poverty level and, thus, would not likely own and operate cars. As shown in Figure 17, the project site
is served by an extensive public bus and rail system. Bus Lines 484, 485, 490, 14, 37, 38, 71, 76, 78,
79, 96, 376, 442, 444, 446, and 447 all serve the Olive Street/Olympic Boulevard intersection. In
addition, the proposed project’s residents and visitors could walk approximately 0.8 miles northwest,
along Olive Street and 7 Street to the 7*/Metro Rail Center, to access either the Metro Red Line or the

Metro Blue Line trains.
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With respect to the 105 employees that would be working at the proposed YWCA Job Corps facility, it
is anticipated that many of them would cheose to utilize the public transit system rather than drive to and
from work. The YWCA Job Corps program would support the utilization of the public transit system
by providing the employees with public transit passes. However, it is acknowledged that some of the

employees may chose to drive to work.

Furthermore, the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) was consulted regarding the
potential traffic impact associated with the proposed project. The LADOT has indicated that a detailed
traffic study is not required for the proposed project because the population that the YWCA Job Corps
facility would serve would not likely own vehicles (see Appendix C). Therefore, the proposed project
would not substantially contribute to the existing traffic load and capacity of the surrounding street
system and the associated impact would be less than significant.

b) Would the project exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

No Impact. To address the increasing public concern that traffic congestion is impacting the quality of
life and economic vitality of the State of California, the Congestion Management Program (CMP) was
enacted by Proposition 111. The CMP designated a transportation network includiﬁg all State highways
and some arterials within the County to be monitored by local jurisdictions. If the LOS standard
deteriorates on the CMP network, then local jurisdictions must prepare a deficiency plan to be in

conformance with the CMP program.

As discussed above in Question 15(a), it is anticipated that the residents, visitors, and employees
traveling to and from the proposed project would primarily utilize the existing public transit system. As
a result, minimal traffic would be generated as a result of the operation of the proposed project.
Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially contribute to existing traffic on roadways that
are designated as part of the CMB transportation network, and no impact would occur.

c) Would the project result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. This question would apply to the proposed project only if it were an aviation-related use.
The proposed project does not include any aviation-related uses. Therefore, no impact would occur.

d) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project includes new roadway
design or introduced a new land use or project features into an area with specific transportation
requirements, characteristics, or project access or other features designed in such a way as to create
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hazardous conditions. The proposed project does not include any changes in circulation patterns, street
design changes, or changes in access. The only vehicular access that would be accommodated with the
proposed project is a loading area which would be located along Olive Street, near the northern
boundary of the project site (see Figare 11). An existing bus stop is located just north of the proposed
loading area along Olive Street. It is anticipated that the proposed loading area would provide ample
space along Olive Street so as to not interfere with the operation of the existing bus stop. Nonetheless,
a mitigation measure is recommended below to ensure that the placement of the loading area would be
compatible with the existing bus operations along Olive Street.

Mitigation Measure

(15-1) Prior to the start of comstruction, the project developer shall coordinate with the
Metropolitan Transportation Agency to ensure that the placement of the loading area would
not cause an unsafe condition due to the proximity to the existing bus stop at the southeast
corner of Olive Street and Olympic Boulevard.

e) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project design does not provide emergency access
meeting the requirements of the Fire Department or in any other way threatens the ability of emergency
vehicles to access and serve the project site or adjacent uses. As described in Question 13(a), adequate
emergency access would be provided by the proposed project. Furthermore, as discussed in Question
15(a) and 15(d), no inadequacies in site access are anticipated. Therefore, no impact would occur.

9] Would the project result in inadequate parking capacity?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project results in inadequate
parking capacity based on City Code requirements. According to the current City code, approximately
527 parking spaces are required for the proposed project. However, the proposed project includes a
zone variance to provide no parking spaces because it is anticipated that project residents and visitors
would not be traveling to and from the project site via automobile. Rather, project residents and
visitors would travel to and from the project site either on foot, via public transit, or on bicycles.

In addition, a Parking Management Plan would be completed prior to the issuance of amy building
permits. The Parking Management Plan would include a Transportation Demand Management element,
which would detail the offsite parking options available in the immediate project site vicinity. Based on
preliminary parking data that bas been compiled for inclusion in the Parking Management Plan, it is
estimated that there are approximately 1,309 parking spaces available in the immediate vicinity of the
project site, with a weekday utilization of approximately 73 percent. Therefore, it is anticipated that
approximately 353 parking spaces would be available during weekdays (1,309 x 27 %).

ﬁ
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With respect to the proposed project’s estimated 105 employees, they would either park offsite or use a
public trapsit pass, which would be provided by the YWCA, to travel to and from work. If any of the
105 employees choose to park offsite, there would be parking spaces available in nearby parking lots.

In addition, the development of the proposed project would result in the elimination of a 175-space
surface parking lot. In a worst-case scenario, if all 105 employees chose to drive to work and all
existing 175 spaces on the surface parking lot needed to be provided parking elsewhere, a total of 280
parking spaces would be needed (105 + 175). As mentioned above, there are approximately 353
parking spaces available in the immediate vicinity of the project site. Therefore, if 280 parking spaces
were needed, there would still be approximately 73 spaces available for public use. As such, the
potential impact with respect to parking capacity would be less than significant.

2) Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project would conflict with adopted polices or involye
modification of existing alternative transportation facilities located onsite or offsite. The Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) and Los Angeles Department of Transportation
(LADOT) Downtown Area Short Hopper (DASH) system provide the existing public transit service in
the vicinity of the project site. As shown in Figure 17, the project site is served by Bus Lines 484,
485, 490, 14, 37, 38, 71, 76, 78, 79, 96, 376, 442, 444, 446, and 447; which all serve the Clive
Street/Olympic Boulevard intersection. The proposed project’s residents, visitors, and employees could
walk approximately 0.8 miles northwest, along Olive Street and 7" Street to the 7"/Metro Rail Center,
to access either the Metro Red Line or the Metro Blue Line trains. In addition, the opportunity exists
for the proposed project to suppoit other alternative means of transportation (e.g., providing bicycle
racks). Therefore, there would be no impact to adopted policies or existing alternative transportation
facilities. See also Question 15(d) regarding the potential impact to the adjacent bus stop at the
southeast corner of Olive Street and Olympic Boulevard.

6. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?

No Impact. A significant impact would occur if a project exceeds wastewater treatment requirements
of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board. Section 13260 of the California Water Code
states that persons discharging or proposing to discharge waste that could affect the quality of the
waters of the State, other than into a community sewer system, shall file a Report of Waste Discharge
(ROWD) containing information which may be required by the appropriate Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCE). The RWQCB then authorizes a National Pollutamt Discharge Elimination
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System (NPDES) permit that ensures compliance with wastewater treatment and discharge
requirements. The Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) enforces
wastewater treatrment and discharge requirements for properties in the project area.

Wastewater from the project site is conveyed via municipal sewage infrastructure maintained by the Los
Angeles Bureau of Sanitation to the Hyperion Treatment Plant (HTP). (For further discussion of the
sewage System that serves the project site, see Question 16(b).) The HTP is a public facility and,
therefore, is subject to the State’s wastewater treatment requirements. Wastewater from the project site
is and would continue to be treated according to the wastewater treatment requirements enforced by the

LARWQCB. Therefore, no impact would occur.
Cumulative Impacts

See Question 16(b), below.

b) Would the project require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause

significant environmental effects?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact may occur if a project
would increase water consumption or wastewater generation to such a degree that the capacity of
facilities currently serving the project site would be exceeded.

Water Treatment Facilities and Existing Infrastructure

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power (LADWP) ensures the reliability and quality of its
water supply through an extensive distribution system that includes more than 7,100 miles of pipes,
more than 100 storage tanks and reservoirs within the City, and eight storage reservoirs along the Los
Angeles Aqueducts.® Much of the water flows north to south, entering Los Angeles at the Los Angeles
Agqueduct Filtration Plant (LAAFP) in Sylmar, which is owned and operated by LADWP. Water
entering the LAAFP undergoes treatment and disinfection before being distributed throughout the
LADWP’s Water Service Area.* The LAAFP has a capacity to treat approximately 600 million
gallons per day (mgd) and is currently operating at 75 percent of its capacity.* Therefore, the LAAFP

% City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, Central and Eastern Los Angles Water Quality Annual
Report, 2003, page 5.

“  Ibid.

“  E-mail correspondence from Nadia Dale, Environmental Specialist, Department of Water and Power of the
City of Los Angeles, December 3, 2004.

—
YWCA - Job Corps Urban Campus IV. Envirommental Impact Analysis

Inirial Study Page IV-65



Christopher A. Joseph & Associates March 2005

has the ability to treat an additional 150 mgd of water per day. As such, implementation of the
proposed project is not expected to measurably reduce this facility’s capacity; therefore, no new or
expanded water treatment facilities would be required. As such, with respect to water treatment
facilities, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact.

With respect to water infrastructure, water is provided to the project site by a 24-inch cast iron main
located in Olympic Boulevard and a six-inch cast iron main located in Olive Street.® Currently, no
deficiencies exist in the water system serving the project site. However, as a change of land use is
being proposed, there is a possibility that an increase in water consumption might exceed the capacities
of the existing distribution facilities. If such water main or infrastructure upgrades are required, the
project developer would pay for such upgrades and a disruption in service may occur. In addition,
proper notification to LADWP customers would take place if a disruption in water service would occur.

If water main and other infrastructure upgrades are required, it is not expected to create a significant
impact to the physical environment because (1) any disruption of service would be of a short-term
nature, (2) replacement of the water mains would be within public rights-of-way, and (3) since existing
infrastructure would be replaced with larger infrastructure, the physical environment has already been
significantly disturbed. However, the replacement or addition of infrastructure would result in partial
or full road closures. Therefore, to reduce this potential impact, a mitigation measure is recommended
below to facilitate the flow of traffic during the replacement or addition of water mains. With
implementation of the recommended mitigation measure below, the proposed project’s impact upon
water infrastructure would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

Wastewater Treatment Facilities and Existing Infrastructure

The Los Angeles Department Bureau of Sanitation provides sewer service to the project area. Sewage
from the project site is conveyed via sewer infrastructure to the Hyperion Treamnent Plant (HTP).
Since 1987, the HTP has capacity for full secondary treatment.” Currently, the plant treats an average
daily flow of 362 million gallons per day (mgd), and has capacity to treat 450 mgd.”® This translates
into a remaining capacity of 88 mgd of wastewater that can be treated at the HTP. As discussed in
Question 16(e) below, the proposed project would generate 32,130 gpd of wastewater. Therefore, the
HTP would have adequate capacity to serve the proposed project. As such, with respect to the

“  Written correspondence from Charles Holloway, Supervisor of Environmental Assessment, City of Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power, July 23, 2004.

“ City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation, Hyperion Treatment Plant, website:
http:/iwww . lacity.org/SAN/hip. htm, December 6, 2004.

“ City of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Sanitation, Major Activides, website:
http:/fwww. lacity.org/san/sanmact.htm, December 1, 2004.
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capacities of wastewater treatment facilities, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant
impact.

With respect to wastewater infrastructure, wastewater service is pr0v1ded to the project site by a 14-
inch sewer line located in Olive Street, which feeds into a 27-inch sewer line located near Hill. *? Based
upon the Bureau of Sanitation’s preliminary evafuation, the local sewer lines should be able to
accommodate the additional flow from the proposed project.® As such, no new or expanded
wastewater infrastructure would be required to serve the proposed project and a less-than-significant

impact would occur.

Mitigation Measure

(16-1) In the event of full or partial closures, the project developer shall employ flagmen during
the construction of new water lines, to facilitate the flow of traffic.

Cumulative Impacts
Water Treatrment Facilities and Existing Infrastructure

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed Question 16(d), the proposed project and related
projects would generate a demand for 2,211,449 mgd of water. The remaining daily capacity of the
LAAFP is 150 mgd of water. Therefore, the LAAFP would have adequate capacity to treat the water
demanded by the proposed project and related projects and a less-than-significant impact would occur.
In addition, the potential need for the related projects to upgrade water lines to accommnodate their
water needs is site-specific and there is little, if any, cumulative relationship between the development
of the proposed project and the related projects. Therefore, no cumulative water infrastructure impacts
are anticipated from the development of the proposed project and the related projects.

Wastewater Treatment Facilities and Existing Infrastructure

Less Than Significant fmpact. As discussed in Question 16(e), the proposed project and related
projects would generate 1,797, 134 mgd of wastewater. The remaining daity capacity of the HTP is &8
mgd of wastewater. Therefore, the HTP would have adequate capacity to accommodate the wastewater
generated by the proposed project and related projects and a less-than-significant impact would occur.
In addition, the potential need for the related projects to upgrade sewer lines to accommodate their
wastewater needs is site-specific and there is little, if any, cumulative relationship between the

®  Written correspondence from Adel Hagekhalil, Division Manager, City of Los Angeles Wastewater
Engineering Services Division, Bureau of Sanitation, January 26, 2005.

* Ibid.
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development of the proposed project and the related projects. Therefore, no cumulative sewer
infrastructure impacts are anticipated from the development of the proposed project and the related

projects.

) Would the project require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the comstruction of which could cause significant

environmental effects?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if the volume of storm water runoff increases to a level
exceeding the capacity of the storm drain system serving the project site. Runoff from the proposed
project would be collected onsite and directed towards existing storm drains, which are located at the
intersections of Olive/Olympic and 11™Olive. Currently, the project site is entirely paved, offering
little permeable surface area for storm water. However, as discussed in Question 8(c), the proposed
project would increase the amount of permeable surfaces on the project site through landscaping,
thereby, slightly decreasing the amount of storm water runoff from the project site that is currently
handled by the existing storm water drainage facilities. Therefore, no impact to storm water drainage

facilities would occur.

d) Would the project have significant water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to increase water
consumnption to such a degree that new water sources would need to be identified, or that existing
resources would be consumed at a pace greater than planned for by purveyors, distributors, and service
providers. The LADWP is responsible for providing water service to the project site. Overall, any
project that is consistent with the City of Los Angeles General Plan has been taken into account in the
planned growth water demand. The City of Los Angeles’ water supply comes from local groundwater
sources, the Los Angeles-Owens River Aqueduct, and water purchased from the Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California. These three sources, along with recycled water, will supply the City of
Los Angeles” water needs for many years to come.

Water consumption for the proposed project was estimated from wastewater generation factors. In
order to present a conservative analysis, water consumption is assumed to be 120 percent of the
wastewater generated for a given land use, as determined by wastewater generation rates recommended
by the City of Los Angeles. Since the project site is paved with a surface parking lot, no water
consumption currently occurs onsite. Therefore, with construction of the proposed project, the project
site is anticipated to consume approximately 40,218 gallons per day (gpd) of water (see Table 14
(Proposed Project Water Consumption)).

CA —ob Corps Urban Campus
Initial Study Page IV68

IV. Environmental Impact Analysis




Christopher A. Joseph & Associates

March 2005

Table 14

Proposed Project Water Consumption

-Land Use o Size Daily Generation Rate® | Water Consumption (gpd)
Dormitories 200 units 144 gallons/umit 28,800
Kitchen/Dining/Serving 11,088 sq. fi. 360 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 3.992
Courtyard 11,260 sq. ft. 120 gallons/1,000 sq. ft.° 1,351
Classrooms/Offices 26,955 sq. fi. 180 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 4,852
Library 1,155 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 111
Healthcare Center 6,175 sq. ft. 180 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 1,112

Total Water Generation 40,218
3 120 percent of the wastewcdter generation rales from the Draft LA CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 14, 1998,
¥ County of Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Wastewater Generation Rates, July 2002,

The LADWP anticipates that it can provide sufficient domestic water supply with the existing

infrastructare to accommodate the proposed project.”

Nevertheless, due to statewide drought

conditions in the mid-1970s and late 1980s, there is a need for water copservation in periods of water
shortage. The LADWP recommends that water should be conserved at all times, because efficient use
of water allows increased water for use in dry years and makes water available for beneficial
environmental uses. Although the proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact upon
water supplies, the following mitigation measures are recommended to reduce further the proposed

project’s impact.

Mitigation Measures

(16-2) The landscape irrigation system should be designed, installed, and tested to provide uniform
irrigation coverage for each zone. Sprinkler head patterns should be adjusted to minimize
over spray onto walkways and streets. Each zone (sprinkler valve) should water plants
having similar watering needs (do not mix shrubs, flowers and turf in the same watering

ZOTIE).

(16-3) Autornatic irrigation timers should be set to water landscaping during early morning or late
evening hours to reduce water losses from evaporation. Adjust irrigation run times for all
zones seasonally, reducing watering times and frequency in the cooler months (fal!, winier,
spring). Adjust sprinkler timer run times to avoid water runoff, especially when irrigating

sloped property.

5. Written correspondence with Charles C. Holloway, Supervisor of Environmental Assessment, Los Angeles

Department of Water and Power, July 23, 2004.
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(16-4) Selection of drought-tolerant, low water consuming plant varieties should be used to reduce
irrigation water consumption.

(16-5) Ulra-low-flush water closets and ultra-low-flush urinals shall be installed. Low flow fancet
aerators shall be installed on all sink faucets.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project in combination with the 35
related projects would generate a demand for approximately 2,211,449 mgd of water; further increasing
demands for water supplies in the LADWP service area (see Table 15 (Projected Water Consumption
for Proposed and Related Projects)). With respect to the City’s overall water supply condition, the
water requirement for any project that is consistent with the City’s General Plan has been taken into
accouni in the planned growth of the Water System. For related projects that meet the requirements
established in Sections 10910-10915 of the State Water Code, a Water Supply Assessment
demonstrating sufficient water availability is required on a project-by-project basis. Furthermore,
similar to the proposed project, each related project would be required to comply with city and State
water conservation programs. Therefore, cumulative impacts to water supply would be less than

significant.
Table 15
Projected Water Consumption for Proposed and Related Projecis
Related - o : : j o , E _
Project No. . .~ Land Use - Size : Daily Generation Rate® Total (gpd)
1 Fast-food restanrant 2,307 sq. fi. 360 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 831
2 Junior Market 8,720 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 837
High School 2,600 students 144 gallons/student 37,440
Qffice 70,000 sq. ft. 180 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 12,600
3 457,380 sq. ft. .
Park (10.5 acres) 120 gallons/ 1,000 sq. fi. 54,886
Retail/Qffice 415,782 sq. fi. 180 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 74,841
4 Condominiums 1,154 units 192 gallons/unit 221,568
Hotel 500 rooms 156 gallons/room 78,000
Grocery Store 40,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 3,840
5 Retail 30,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 2,880
Community Facility 40,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 3,840
6 Affordable Housing 62 units 192 gallons/unit 11,904
7 Apartments 179 units 192 gallons/unit 34,368
Restaurant 8,000 sq. ft. 360 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 2,880
g Retail 32,533 sq. fi. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 3,123
Storage 7,909 sq. fi. 24 gallons/1,000 sq. f. 190
9 Balasco Theatre 33,423 5q. fi. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 3,209
10 California Center Bank 28,800 sq. fi. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 2,765
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Table 15 (continued)
PrOJected Water Consumpt]on for Proposed and Related Pro_l ects

. Related | . | ° : R b :
Project No. | '*'-—waand Use 'Size F T | Dally Generatmu Rate
Hotel 1,200 ro0ms 156 gallons/room
Cinema 3.600 seats 4.8 gallons/seat
Theater 7,000 seats 4.8 gallons/seat
11 Restaurant 345,000 sq. ft. 360 gallons/1,000 sq. ft.
Retail 498,000 sq. ft. 96 gatlons/1,000 sq. fi.
Office 165,000 sq. fi. 180 gallons/1,000 sq. fi.
Apartments 800 units 192 gallops/unit
Hotel 600 rooms 156 gallons/room
i2 Office 1,200,000 sq. ft. | 96 gallons/ 1,000 sq. fi.
Retail 223,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/ 1,000 sq. ft.
13 LA Center Smdios | 245 3000 fi. | 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft.
Expansion
14 Resiaurant 5,265 sq. fi. 360 gallons/1,000 sq. ft.
Bar 215 seats 21.6 gallons/seat
15 Apartments 330 umits 192 gallons/umit
Commercial 50,000 sg. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft.
16 Theater Renovation © | 12,500 sq. . | 96 sallons/1,000 5q. f.
17 Office 5,432 sq. ft. 180 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 978
Retail 7,168 sq. fi. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 688
18 Commercial 250,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 24,000
19 Apartments 330 units 192 gallons/unit 63,360
Commercial 10,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/ 1,000 sq. ft. 960
20 Restaurant/Nightclub 7,142 s5q. ft. 360 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 2,571
21 Medical Center/Clinic 31,655 sq. ft. 300 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 0,497
79 Apariments 210 units 192 gallops/unit 40,320
Retail 12,500 sq. ft. 86 gallons/1,000 sa. ft. 1,200
23 Apartments 300 units 192 gallons/umnit 57,600
24 Apartments 110 units 192 gallons/unit 21,120
Retail 10,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 960
25 Apartments 99 units 192 gallons/unit 19,008
Retail 47,000 sq. fi. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 4,512
26 Condominiums 50 units 192 gallons/unit 9,600
Retail 18,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 1,728
27 Condominiums 417 units 192 gallons/unit 80,064
Retail 15,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 1,440
28 Restaurant 8,891 sq. fi. 360 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 3,201
Bar 7,668 sq. ft. 600 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 4,601
29 Apartments 277 units 192 gallons/umnit 53,184
Retail/Commercial 20,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 1,920
30 Condominiums 56 units 192 gallons/unit 10,752
Resiaurant 16,200 sq. ft. 360 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 5,832
31 Retail 16,200 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 1,555
Student Housing 448 units 192 gallons/umit 86,016
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Table 15 (continued)
Projected Water Consumption for Proposed and Related Projects

Related o . . e
‘Project No. | - -~ Land Use _ Size | Daily Generation Rate* | Total (zpd)
32 Live/Work Apartments 147 units 192 gallons/unit 28,224
33 Condominiums 124 units 192 gallons/unit 23,808
34 Condominiums 132 units 192 gallons/vnit 25,344
Commercial 220,000 sq. fi. 92 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 21,120
35 Lofts 400 units 192 gallons/unit 76,800
Retail 165,000 sq. ft. 96 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 15,840
Related Projects Total 2,171,231
Proposed Project Total 40,218
Cumulative Total 2,211,449

¢ 120 percent of the wastewater generation raies from the Draft LA CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 14, 1998.

?  County of Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Wastewater Generation Rates, July 2002.

€) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing comanitments?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project would increase wastewater
generation to such a degree that the capacity of facilities currently serving the project site would be
exceeded. Wastewater generation rates for the proposed project were recommended by the City of Los
Angeles. Since the project site is paved with a surface parking lot, no wastewater generation currently
occurs onsite. Therefore, with construction of the proposed project, the project site is anticipated to
generate approximately 33,513 gallons per day (gpd) of wastewater (see Table 16 (Proposed Project
Sewage Generation)). As discussed in Question 16(b), the current remaining capacity of the HTP is 88
mgd (450 - 362). Therefore, the HTP would have adequate capacity to treat the 33,513 gpd of
wastewater generated by the proposed project, in addition to its existing commitments, resulting in a

less-than-significant impact.
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Table 16

Proposed Pro,]ect Sewage Generatmn

PRy : Sewage Generatmn o
= Land Use’ fDal]y Generatlon Ratt:=I '5-2 SR (gpd) o

Dormitories 200 units 120 gallons/unit 24,000
Kitchen/Dining/Serving 11,088 sq. ft. 300 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 3,326
Courtyard 11,260 sq. fi. 100 gallons/1,000 sq. fi.° 1,126
Classrooms/COffices 26,955 sq. ft. 150 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 4,043
Library 1,155 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. a2
Healthcare Center 6,175 sq. ft. 150 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 926

Total Wastewater Generation 33,513
2 Source: Draft LA CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 14, 1998.
k County of Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Wastewater Generation Rates, July 2002,

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project in combination with the
related projects would generate 1,797,134 ggd of wastewater (sce Table 17 (Projected Wastewater
Generation for Proposed and Related Projects)). As discussed above, the HTP currently teats an
average of 362 mgd, with a capacity to treat 450 mgd. Therefore, the HTP would have adequate
capacity to accommodate the additional 1,797,134 gpd (1.8 mgd) of wastewater generated by the
proposed project and related projects. Therefore, cumulative impacts on sewer service would be less
than significant.
Table 17

PrOJected Wastewater Generatlon for Proposed and Related Pro_]ects

'+ Related - TR
Pro_lect No.: - Land Use Dally Generation Rate | -
1 Fast-food restaurant 2,307 sq. ft. 300 gallons/1,000 sq. ft.
2 Junior Market 8,720 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 698
High School 2,600 students 12 gallons/student 31,200
3 Office 70,000 sq. ft. 150 galions/1,000 sq. ft. 10,500
Park 10.5 acres N/A® 0
Retail/Office 415,782 sq. ft. 150 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 62,367
4 Condominiums 1,154 units 160 galions/umit 184,640
Hotel 500 rooms 130 gallons/room 65,000
Grocery Store 40,000 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 3,200
5 Refail 30,000 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 2,400
Community Facility 40,000 sq. fi. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 3,200
6 Affordable Housing 62 units 160 gallons/unit 9,920
7 Apartments 179 units 160 gallons/unit 28,640
Restaurant 3,000 sq. ft. 300 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 2,400
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Tabhle 17 (continued)
Projected Wastewater Generation for Proposed and Related Projects

. Related o L T : Lo
Project No. Land Use U Size Daily Generation Rate* | Total
8 Retail 32,533 sq. fi. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 2,603
Storage 7,909 sq. fi. 20 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 158
0 Balasco Theatre 33,423 5q. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 2,674
10 California Center Bank 28,800 sqg. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 2,304
Hotel 1,200 rooms 130 gallons/room 156,000
Cinema 3,600 seats 4 gallons/seat 14,400
Theater 7,000 seats 4 gallons/seat 28,000
11 Restaurant 345.000 sq. ft. | 300 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 103,500
Retail 498,000 sq. f1. 30 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 39,840
Office 165,000 sq. ft. 150 gallons/ 1,000 sq. ft. 24,750
Apartments 800 units 160 gallons/umnit 128,000
Hotel 600 rooms 130 gallons/room 78,000
12 Office 1,200,000 sq. ft. | 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 96,000
Retail 223,000 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 17,840
13 LA Center Studios 249,300 sq. ft. | 80 gatlons/1,000 sg. f. 19,944
Expansion
14 Restaurant 5,265 sq. ft. 300 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 1,580
Bar 215 seats 18 gallons/seat 3,870
15 Apartments 330 units 160 gallons/unit 52,800
Commercial 50,000 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 4,000
16 Theater Renovation to | 17,500 sq. £ | 80 gallons/1,000 sq. f. 1,000
17 Office 5,432 5q. fi. 150 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 815
Retail 7,168 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 573
18 Commercial 250,000 sqg. fi. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 20,000
19 Apartments 330 units 160 gallons/unit 52,800
Commercial 10,000 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. f. 800
20 Restaurant/Nighiclub 7,142 sq. ft. 300 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 2,143
21 Medical Center/Clinic 31,655 sq. fi. 250 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 7,914
” Apartments 210 units 160 gallons/unit 33,600
Retail 12,500 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 1,000
23 Apartments 300 vnits 160 galions/unit 48,000
24 Apartments 110 units 160 gallons/anit 17,600
Retail 10,000 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 800
25 Apartments 99 umits 160 gallons/unit 15,840
Retail 47,000 sq. fi. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 3,760
2% Condominiums 50 units 160 gallons/unit 8,000
Retail 18,000 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 1,440
7 Condominiums 417 units 160 gallons/umit 66,720
Retail 15,000 sq. fi. 80 galions/1,000 sg. ft. 1,200
28 Restaurant 8,891 sq. fi. 300 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 2,667
Bar 7.668 sq. fi. 500 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 3,834
29 Apartments 277 units 160 gallons/unit 44,320
Retail/Commercial 20,000 sq. f. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. fi. 1,600
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Table 17 (continued)
Projected Wastewater Generation for Proposed and Related Projects

Re!a.tﬁd A S R IS I 7;;: - ‘__:: e
Project No. | - LandUse "~ = |77 _| Daily Generation R: “Total (gpd) -
30 Condominiums 56 units 160 gallons/unit 8,960

Restaurant 16,200 sq. ft. 300 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 4,860
31 Retail 16,200 sq. fi. 80 galions/1,000 sq. ft. 1,296
Student Housing 448 units 160 gatlons/unit 71,680
32 Live/Work Apariments 147 units 160 gallons/unit 23,520
33 Condominiums 124 units 160 gallons/unit 19,840
34 Condominiums 132 units 160 gallons/unit 21,120
Commercial 220,000 sq. fi. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 17,600
35 Lofts 400 units 160 gallovs/unit 64,000
Retail 165,000 sq. ft. 80 gallons/1,000 sq. ft. 13,200
Related Projects Total 1,763,621
Proposed Project Total 33,513
Cumulntive Total | 1,797,134
a Source: Drafi L4 CEQA Thresholds Guide, May 14 1998,
b In general, litle solid-waste-generating activities occur at a park. As such, the amount of solid waste
generated at a park is negligible.

) Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project were to increase solid
waste generation to a degree that existing and projected landfill capacity would be insufficient to
accommodate the additional solid waste. The project developer would contract with a private hauler of
their choice for disposal of the commercial waste. Solid waste generated in the City of Los Angeles is
disposed at the Sunshine Canyon Landfill in Sun Valley, Bradley Landfill in Sylmar, and/or the Olinda
Alpha Landfill in Orange County. The capacities and estimated dates of closure for each of these
landfills are included in Table 18 (Landfill Capacity and Intake), below.

ﬂ-—__—__———___—_—__——_—__—-—_="——_—___—__—_____—__——————'—-—_—=
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Table 18
Landfill Capacity and Intake
Estimated Permitted Daily Average Daily | Remaining Permitted
. .. .. | Closure | - - Intake . - Intake -~ . | °  Daily Intake -
Landfill Facility Date - (tons per day) - (tons per day) - {tons per day)
Bradley Landfill® 2007 10,000 3,447 6,553
Sunshine Canyon Landfili* 2008" 6,600 5,798 802
Olinda Alpha Landfill 2013 8,000 5,342 2,658
Total Remaining Daily Intake 10,013
a Bradley Landfil! and Sunshine Canyon Landfill are in the process of expanding their facilities to accommodate additional
solid waste.
b After the proposed expansion into City area is completed, the Sunshine Caryon Lardfll is estimated 10 have a additional
21-year life span.
Source (Bradley and Sunshine Canyon Landfills): Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Environmental Programs
Division, Los Angeles County Integrated Waste Management Plan, 2002 Annual Report, February 2002,
Source (Glinda Aipha Landfill). Califernia Integrated Waste Management Board, Solid Waste Information System, website:
hntp ./ fwww. ciwmb.ca.goviSWIS/Search.asp, and 2002 Landfill Summary T onnage Report, website:
hitp:/twww. ciwmb. ca. govAandfillsftonnage/2002landfiil. htm, Jaruary, 2005.

Construction Impacts

A variety of scraps and wastes would be generated during demolition, grading, and construction
activities. The proposed project would generate approximately 1,190 tons of demolition waste (i.e.,
mostly asphalt) and 7,600 tons of construction waste. California Assembly Bill (AB) 939 requires each
city and county to divert 50 percent of its solid waste from landfill disposal through source reduction,
recycling, and composting. As such, approximately 50 percent of the construction waste would be
recycled/reused. Therefore, approximately 3,800 tons (7,600 + 2) of the construction waste would be
disposed of in the landfills listed in Table 8.

Overall, approximately 4,990 (3,800 + 1,190) tons of solid waste would be disposed of during the
proposed project’s twenty months of construction activides. Assuming each month has 30 days, the
proposed project would have an average daily disposal rate of 8.3 tons (4,990 =+ 600 days). The
combined remaining daily intake of the Sunshine, Bradley, and Olinda Alpha Landfills is 10,013 tons
per day. As such, the three landfills would have adequate capacity to accommodate the construction
waste (8.3 tons/day) generated by the proposed project. Therefore, a less-than-significant irnpact
associated with construction waste would occur.

Operarional Impacts

As seen in Table 19 (Proposed Project Solid Waste Generation), the proposed project would generate
approximately 610 pounds (approximately 0.305 tons) of solid waste per day during operation. All
solid-waste-generating activities within the City of Los Angeles, which includes the proposed project,

%
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would continue to be subject to the requirements set forth in AB 939. Therefore, the proposed project
would divert 50 percent of its solid waste generated and dispose of 305 pounds (610 + 2), or 0.15 tons,
of solid waste per day. The combined remaining daily intake of the Sunshine, Bradley, and Olinda
Alpha Landfills is 10,013 tons per day. As such, the three landfills would have adequate capacity to
accommodate the operational waste (0.15 tons) generated by the proposed project. Therefore, a less-
than-significant impact associated with operational waste would occur.

Table 19
Proposed Project Solid Waste Generation

. Land Use -* - | - ---Size " | “Daily Generation Rate - | --"-- - (bs/day) . ' . -
Dormitories 400 students 0.5 Ib/student’ 200
Kitchen/Dining Hall 11,088 sq. ft. .005 Ib/sq. fi.° 55
Healthcare Center 6,175 sq. fi. 3.12 /100 sg. fr." 193
Classrooms/Qffices 26,955 sq. ft- 6 1bs/1,000 sg. ft° 162

Total Solid Waste Generation 610

« California Integrated Waste Management Board, Estimated Solid Waste Genreration Rates for Institutions
Establishments, website: htip:/fwww.ciwmb.ca. gov/WasteChar/WasteGenRates/WGCommer. lim, January 27, 2005,

*  California Integrated Waste Management Board, Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates for Service Establishments,
website: hitp://www.ciwmb.ca. gov/WasteChar/WasteGenRates/WGConumer. him, January 27, 2005

¢ City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, *Solid Waste Generation”, 1981.

Note: Waste generation includes all materials discarded, whether or not they are loter recycled or disposed of in a landfill.

2 Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to

solid waste?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project would generate solid waste that was not
disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations. Solid waste generated onsiie by the proposed
project would be disposed of in accordance with all applicable federal, state, and local regulations,
related to solid waste, such as AB 939. In addition, as analyzed in Question 16(d), the combined
remaining daily intake of the Sunshine, Bradley, and Olinda Alpha Landfills would be able to
accormodate the solid waste generated by the proposed project and no exemptions with respect to solid
waste disposal would be needed nor are they requested. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Cumulative Impacts

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed project in combination with the 35
related projects would further increase regional demands on landfill capacities. As shown in Table 20
(Solid Waste Generation for Proposed and Related Projects) below, the proposed project and the related
projects would generate approximately 75,110 pounds (approximately 37.6 tons) of solid waste per day.

ﬁ
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Similar to the proposed project, the related projects would participate in regional source reduction and
recycling programs (i.e., AB 939), further reducing the amount of solid waste o be disposed of at the
landfills described above. Therefore, the cumulative daily total of solid waste that would be disposed
of in the Sunshine, Bradley, and Olinda Alpha Landfills would be 37,555 pounds (75,110 + 2) or

approximately 18.8 tons.

Table 20
Solid Waste Generation for Proposed and Related Projects
Related o L R L ]

Project No. | - Land Use - . - Size _ | Daily Generation Rate® | Total (Ibs/day)
1 Fast-food restaurant 2,307 sq. ft. 0.005 Ibs/sq. ft." 12
2 Junior Market 8,720 sq. fi. 3.12 1bs/100 sq. £.° 272

High Schooi 2,600 students 1 Ib/student® 2,600
3 Office 70,000 sq. ft. 6 1bs./1,000 sq. fi. 350
Park 10.5 acres N/A? 0
Retail/Office 415,782 sq. ft. 5 1bs./1,000 sq. ft. 2,079
4 Condominiims 1,154 umits 4 Ibs./unit 4,616
Hotel 500 rooms 2 1bs./room 1,000
Grocery Store 40,000 sq. fi. 3.12 Ibs/100 sq. ft.° 1,248
5 Retail 30,000 sq. ft. 5 1bs./1,000 sq. fi. 150
Community Facility 40,000 sq. fi. 3.12 Ibs/100 sq. ft.° 1,248
6 Affordable Housing 62 units 4 Ibs./unit 248
~ Apartments 179 units 4 Ibs./unit 716
Restaurant 8,000 sq. fi. 0.005 Ibs/sg. ft.° 40
g Retail - 32,533 sq. ft. 5 1bs./1,000 sq. fi. i63
Storage 7,909 sq. fi. 5 1bs./1,000 sq. ft. 40
9 Balasco Theatre 33,423 sq. fi. 3.12 1bs/100 sq. £.° 1.043
10 California Center Bank 28,800 sq. ft. 3.12 Ibs/100 sq. fi.® 899
Hotel 1,200 rooms 2 Ibs./room 2,400
Cinema 3,600 seats 1 1b/seat” 3,600
Theater 7,000 seats 1 Ib/seat® 7,000
11 Restaurant 345,000 sq. ft. 0.005 Ibs/sq. ft.” 1,725
Retail 498,000 sq. ft. 5 Ibs./1,000 sq. ft. 2,490
Office 165,000 sq. ft. 6 1bs./1,000 sg. ft. 990
Apartments 800 umnits 4 1bs./umit 3,200
Hotel 600 rooms 2 Ibs./room 1,200
i2 Office 1,200,000 sq. f. 6 1bs./1,000 sq. ft. 7,200
Retail 223,000 sq. ft. 51bs./1,000 sq. ft. 1,115
13 LA Center Studios | 349 300 sq. . | 3.12 1b/100 5g. . 7,778
xpansion
14 Restaurant 5,265 sq. ft. 0.005 Ibs/sq. fi.® 26
Bar 215 seats 1 Ib./seat® 215
15 Apartments 330 units 4 Ibs. /unit 1,320
Commercial 50,000 sq. ft. 5 Ibs./1,000 sq. ft. 250
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Table 20 (continued)

Sohd Waste Generatlon for Proposed and Related Pro_]ects

Related o o I -
“Project Noof .- and Use & - Dally Generauon Rate 'Tota] (lhslday)
16 Thea‘gaf:‘gjl?o“ © | 12500sq ft. | 3.121bs/100sq. &.° 390
17 Office 5,432 sq. ft. 6 Ibs./1,000 sq. ft. 33
Retail 7,168 sq. ft. 5 1bs./1,000 sq. ft. 36
18 Commercial 250,000 sq. ft. 5 1bs./1,000 sq. fi. 1,250
19 Apartments 330 units 4 Ibs./unit 1,320
: Conmmercial 10,000 sq. fi. 5 Ibs./1,000 sq. ft. 50
20 Restaurant/Nightclub 7.142 sq. ft. 0.005 Ibs/sq. ft.° 36
21 Medical Center/Clinic 31,655 sq. fi. 7 1bs./1,000 sg. ft. 222
2 Apartments 210 uniis 4 lbs./unit 840
Retail 12,500 sq. fi. 5 Ibs./1,000 sq. ft. 63
23 Apartments 300 units 4 1bs./unit 1,200
24 Apartments 110 units 4 1bs./unit 440
Retail 10,000 sq. ft. 5 1bs./1,000 sq. ft. 50
25 Apariments 99 pnits 4 1bs./unit ) 396
Retail 47,000 sq. ft. 51bs./1,000 sq. ft. 235
2 Condominiums 50 units 4 1bs./unit 200
Retail 18,000 sq. ft. 5 Ibs./1,000 sq. ft. Q0
27 Condominiums 417 units 4 Ibs./umnit 1,668
Retail 15,000 sq. fi. 51bs./1,000 sq. ft. 75
28 Restayrant 8,891 sqg. ft. 0.005 Ibs/sq. ft." 44
Bar 7,668 sq. ft. 0.005 Ibs/sq. ft.° 18
29 Apartments 277 units 4 1bs./unit 1,108
Retail/Commercial 20,000 sq. fi. 5 Ibs./1,000 sq. ft. 100
30 Condomininms 56 units 4 Ibs./unit 224
Restayrant 16,200 sq. ft. 0.005 Ibs/sq. ft.® 81
31 Retail 16,200 sq. fi. 5 1bs./1,000 sg. ft. 81
Student Housing 448 units 4 1bs./unit 1,792
32 Live/Work Apariments 147 units 4 Ibs./unit 588
33 Condominiums 124 units 4 Ibs./unit 496
34 Condominiems 132 upits 4 Ibs./unit 528
Commercial 220,000 sq. ft. 5 Ibs./1,000 sq. fi. 1,100
35 Lofts 406 units 4 Ibs./unit 1,600
Retail 165,000 sq.- ft. 5 1bs./1,000 sq. ft. 825
Related Projects Total 74,500
Proposed Project Fotal 610
. Cumulative Total 75,110
“ City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, “Solid Waste Generation”, 1981,
> California Integrated Waste Managerment Board, Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates for Services, website:
hitp/fwww. ciwmb.ca. gov/WaszeChar/WasteGenRares/Service.h:m, January 27, 2005,
‘ California Integrated Waste Management Board, Estimated Solid Waste Generation Rates for Institutions, website:
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Table 20 (continued)
Solid Waste Generation for Proposed and Related Projects

- Related e o T ‘ L
Praject No. | - Land Use © " : - Size - | Daily Generation Rate* | Total (Ibs/day)
hitp:/iwww. ciwmb. ca.gov/WasteChar/Waste GenRates/Institution. ktm, January 27, 2005.

¢ In general, little solid-waste-generating activities occur at a park. Ay such, the amount of solid waste generated at
a park is negligible.
*  Applicable per seat solid waste generation rates for a theater and cinema where not available. Therefore, a one

pound per seal rate was used based on a restaurant use. It is assumed thar a restaurant would generate more solid
waste per seat than at a theater or cinema, therefore, this represents a worst-case scenario.

As the combined remaining daily intake of the Sunshine, Bradley, and Olinda Alpha Landfills is 10,013
tons per day, these landfills would have adequate capacity to accommodate the approximate 18.8 tons
per day disposal needs of the proposed project and the related projects. In addition, solutions to meet
future disposal needs are continuously being developed at the regional level (e.g., siting new landfills
within the County and transporting waste outside the region). Therefore, cumulative solid waste

impacts would be less than significant.
17. MANDATQORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the

major pertods of California history or prehistory?

No Impact. A significant impact may occur only if a project would have an identified potentially
significant impact for any of the above issues. The proposed project is located in a densely populated
urban area and would have no unmitigated significant impacts with respect to biological resources and
less-than-significant cultural resource impacts. The proposed project would not degrade the quality of
the environment, reduce or threaten any fish or wildlife species (endangered or otherwise), or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or pre-history. Therefore, no impact

would occur.
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b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects)?

Less Than Significant Impact. A significant impact may occur if a project, in conjunction with other
related projects in the area of the project site, would result in impacts that are less than significant when
viewed separately, but would be significant when viewed together. Although there are other past,
current and probable future projects in the area surrounding the project site, as discussed under the
«Cymulative Impacts” subheadings throughout this Initial Study, the proposed project’s incremental
contribution to cumulative impacts would be less than significant. Therefore, the proposed project’s
contribution to curmulative impacts would not be considered cumulatively considerable.

c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. A significant impact may occur if a project
has the potential to result in significant impacts, as discussed in the preceding sections. As noted in the
evaluations above, with implementation of the recommended mitigation measures, the proposed project
would not result in any unmitigated significant impacts. Thus, the project would not have the potential
to result in substantial adverse effects on human beings.
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Environmental Consultants
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(310) 473-1600

Architects

Chris Joseph, Principal

Paulette Franco, Project Manager

Scott Wirtz, Environmental Planner

Rebecca Shokrian, Assistant Environmental Planner
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Onyx Architects

16 North Marengo Avenue, Suite #600
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626-405-8001

Bob Carpenter, Principal
Tom Afschar

Technical Subconsultants

Geotechnical
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Glendale, CA 91201
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Parking .

Michael R. Kodama Planning Consultants
2740 W. Magnolia Blvd., #103
Burbank, CA 91505
(818) 8466272
Michael Kodama, President

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment

Converse Consultants

222 East Huntington Drive, Suite 211

Monrovia, CA 91016

(626) 930-1200
Norman 5. Eke, Managing Officer
Laura Tanaka, Senior Environmental Scientist
Ryan Hanstedt, Staff Environmental Scientist

CEQA ELead Agency

City of Los Angeles, Community Redevelopment Agency
354 8. Spring Street, Suite 700
Los Angeles, California 90013
(213) 977-1952
Pauline Lewicki, Principal Planner

Project Applicant

YWCA of Greater Los Angeles
3345 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 300
Los Angeles, California 90010
(213) 365-2991

Ron Stoliar
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PERSONS CONSULTED

Fire Pratection
City of Los Angeles Fire Department
221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1500
Los Angeles, California 50012
(213) 482-6506
Alfred B. Hernandez, Assistant Fire Marshail

Police Protection
City of Los Angeles Police Department
Community Affairs Group
P.O. Box 30158
Los Angeles, California 90030
(213) 485-2638
Lientenant Fred Booker

Library Services
City of Los Angeles Public Library
630 West Fifth Street
Los Angeles, California 90071
(213) 228-7574
Rona Berps, Senior Management Analyst

Water Services

City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

111 North Hope Street, Room 1044

Los Angeles, California 96012

(213) 367-1745
Charles C. Holloway, Supervisor, Environmental Assessrnent
Nadia Dale, Environmental Specialist

Wastewater Services
City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation
Wastewater Engineering Services Division
2714 Media Center Drive
Los Angeles, California 90065
(323) 342-6225

Adel Hagekhalil, Division Manager
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